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?tt hth r fVp?r %<z; JT^rr arTcft 5 f<r ^ rnh R Ttgrr an » 

Separate paging Is given to this Part In order that It may be Hied 
as a separate compilation. 


■hth 3 — 3 Hnr>a ( ii ) 

PART II— Section 3 — Sub-section (ii) 

(wn wm tft htth hthht % uft (««r w* usttut qtys*) 

mfa*T 4 lr 1 ttt sntf PrJr farfa*; wi^st «> i 

Statutory orders and notifications issued by the Ministries of the Govern- 
ment of India (other than the Ministry of Defence) and by Central 
Authorities (other than the Administration of Union Territories). 


ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 

ORDERS 

New Delhi, the 22nd September 1970 

S.O. 3496. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shrlmati 
Bhagwan Dei W/o Shri Ram Charan, R/o Mohalla Sara! Murtaza, Khurja, 
District Bulandshahr, Uttar Pradesh, a contesting candidate for mid-term general 
elections, 1969, to the Uttar Pradesh Legislative Assembly from 385-Anupshahr 
Assembly Constituency, has failed to lodge an account of her election expenses aa 
required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made 
thereunder; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after due notices has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied 
that she has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

3. Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shrimati Bhagwan Dei, to be disqualified for 
being chosen as and for being a member of either House of Parliami.nl or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three years 
from the date of this order. 


( 4895 ) 


[No. UP-LA/385/ 69(135). I 
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WTOT fatf OTT ^TTcftn 
WTOff 

TffOTff, 2 2 197 0 

OT<>OT° 349 6 — TOT FotTot OTTTT OT TOTOTT ^'T TOT $ fa: TER OTw fTfflW 
TOT % Fwq TSTRpT TTTRW fTTTOT 196 9 W FWT 385-OTjqWgT TOT TW 

if ^TOT WOT WFTt TOTtOTR OTTTF WTWTW Tift EIWOTW, fwWPfF TOTW WWWT, ifsrf, 
fsRr WWOTW^R OTR TOT, WfW WfwfwfvFR wFsrffWW, 19 51 TOT TOFT OTTPr lyir frq-ff 
SRT WTPWT TOT FWW?WW OTWF OT OTf OT WW TTfriW TOT Jr OTFEW E^T % \ 

2- TV. FT:, TOT TOTTOTR W, TT TOTE fWTT far yrT r rf vft WOTrt fT TTTWWT 
% OT-T OT? TRT TOTf ^rFFOTW Rfff FTWT % ; TOT fWOTWT TPTOT OT OT TOTTTW ft BBT 
| fw TT% TFT € T WTOTTTT % FWT OTf TW?OT WRW OT OTTWTfWcW WifF I ; 

3- WW:, SOT, TOT WPsrFwTT T?T WRT 1 0-W % WWJRW it fwwfOTr S7PTTT rTTOTTTT 
TOT TFT ft WOTIW k% WF T OT % HOT OTWT if if pOTTi OT TOT % OT fTTF OTOT T?f fWSOT 
TOT SOTWf fWOTW TrOT^ % WOTW WT TOT wfE ^TW % Fwrr, fq- wn*W T?T TpfTW if fFW Wf 
ot ottiwot % far FotFot ftfwr otott 1 1 

[•W °— T o5T 0 — OT^T 0 / 385/09 ( 135 )] 

S.o. 3497, — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shri Ganga, 
Sharan, S/o Shil Shrichand, R/o 1/604, Nehru Road, Baraut, District Meerut, 
Uttar Pradesh, a contesting candidate tor mid-term general elections, 1069, to the 
Uttar Pradesh Legislative Assembly from 404-Baraut Assembly Constituency, has 
failed to lodge an account of his election expenses as required by the Representa- 
tion of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after due notices has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied 
that he has no good reason or Justification for such failure; 

3. Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Ganga Sharan, to be disqualified for being 
chosen as and for being a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council' of a State for a period of three years 
from the date of this order. 

[No. UP-LA/ 404/69 (130).] 

Ttotffo 3497 , — WW: fwTtOTT TROT OT TTTOTT eft TOT t Fw TTR tOTt fWOTW 
BBT W far TsTfaPiT TTWRW FtTPOT 1 969 % FOT[ 404-T?OT TOT fww'hw SOT T ^TOT 
wiif otOTotr «rt tot wet w^w «fF s frwOT, i/eo4, eOT, wtFw, fwwT Sr z, ter 

trOTr, wR tOTOTFstot tOTOTott, i 95 1 tot toOT otttt m, fwOTff srt ttFot otOT FottOTt 

OT OTf OT TOT OTfOTT ROT if TTT5T Ef f ; 

2 . wk TT:, TOT tOTOTTR T% TOTW ^/OTT fetr TOT OT OTlHf OTT TTT 5 TTT 
Tfi-OT OTf OTRT TTOT otOTOTott Tiff fOTT | ; TOT FtOTOT OTTfT TT Tf TOTOTT OT TOT 
| fW TT% OTT TT TOTSTOT % fw^ OTf TtOTt OTOTT OT OTTTffOTT T|f | ; 

3. OTP, m, TOT WFOTTTT Tff STRT 1 0-OT % WTTOTT if FTTfOTT OTTtT TT^iTRT 
TOT ^ fOT WET Wt f TT % ffff TTff if ff fOTff ff TOT % OT fOTft TTOT OT fTSTOT TOT 
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tmr Pwr % ttr ^ttr wk fpr % fR, it TTkr 'ft Trtfa t Rr r R 

urTurffer % fm fkfR Rfar uw 1 1 

[ff°— TRo— faoT°/ 40 4/69 ( 136)] 
New Delhi, the 23 rd September 1970 

S.O. 3498.- — Whereas the Election Commission Is satisfied that Shri Harblr, 
S/o Shri Randhir, R/o Ansarl Road, Muzaffarnagar, District Muzaffarnagar, Uttar 
Pradesh a contesting candidate for mid-term general elections 1969 to the Uttar 
Pradesh Legislative Assembly from 410-Muzafl’arnagar Assembly Constituency, haa 
failed to lodge an account of his election expenses as required by the Representa- 
tion of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after due notices has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied 
that he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

3, No\y, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Harbir, to be disqualified for being 
chosen as and for being a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three 
years Lorn the date of this order. 

[No. UP-LA/410 DO (1 38).] 
23 fTTRT, 197 0 

Ti°TTo 3498. — TT: TRRr TRR TT TTTSTR fU T7T | fa TT7 RT fkjR 

ttt % fuT tsirr trtto fkfaT 1 969 % fR 4i o-’jr'mRn; ttt 
t tR tR TTOkru' Rr R TOsfk, fRriR tRttR fay, tttwtrt, 

fTTT TJ jUTOUR f, UUT TTR TTO HfrfafsPT RsrfRT, 1 951 RU tRt TTR tit farm 
TUT RfsSR If R frifTT ®T<T f TO Rf R JlTO Tiki T mR T TTTOT T? fl 

2. Ilk TOT:, TUT TTOrTOTT T, TT T«TO ^TOTI fad ^rrk TO R TTR IT 5NTOTTI 
% R! Rf toto if tt: toRtont Rf fam tto far?TT tret to ^ ttttto R mnr 
I fa Tfa TOT IT If TORT % faq R£ TT?TO TRT TO TOrRfacT Tiff | ; 

3. TT:, TT TTO TfafaiT TO TPU 1 0-T 3? TTTOT Jr fTTOTOT TiTk tt^TRI TIT 

R f R it to t to % Rm tort Jr Jr farft R rt % to faR toto R fatrur ttt w 
falTO TUT? % TITO TT TOT Tk Rd % far IT TfTO R TOTTO Jr TUT TOT R TOTTOfa 
# facr fk%r R,q?r mmr 1 1 

[ Ro -To no -faro To/410/69 ( 138)] 

S.O. 3499.— Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shri Tara Chand, 
S/o Shri Mukanda, R/o village Medhpur, Post Office Badhedi, District Muzaffar- 
nagar, Uttar Pradesh, a contesting candidate for mid-term general elections, 1969 
to the Uttar Pradesh Legislative Assembly from 410-Muzaffarnagar Assembly 
Constituency, has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses as required 
by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after due notices has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied 
that he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

3. Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Tara Chand to be disqualified for being 
chosen as and for being a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three 
years from the date of this order. 


[No. UP-LA/410/ 69 (139).], 




4898 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: OCTOBER 31, 1970/KARTIKA 9. 1892 [Part II— 


Trotrro 3499 . — w: ffafa srrfa nt nototn not | fa fan fasrur 
ottt % ffa NOTifa otottn ffafw 1 969 % ffa 41 o-fnwm not ffafa star 
if \ntn nfa fa yfateNR fa not not gw fa nnrt, fwrfa nntl not fafa, ffar 
otnwtotr, tnt fan, ntr fafNffa fafaw 1 95 1 not far note jpr ffafa iiti 

farffa OTR ffafWT W1 NT fa iiOT fafa A fa if OTNOT fa | ; 

2 . far w:, not OTfawiT if, fa wi gwi ffa nfa nt fa swfr ^n wnnrnt 

% ffa faf ott wot far fori | ; not ffarfaR wfaN ot fa notetr fa 

not $ ffa tn% tin w wnottt % ffaq fat far 11 ^ nt HifafOTN rfa | ; 

3 . w:, w, not TrffaNNN fa am 1 o-n % wnot if ffarfaR WT*f , n RfaOTTT 
not wfr not not fa far % fart ntnt if it f^rfr fa not % nt fafa trn fa fwR not 
wr fwH faw^ % notn ^ nfa far far % fRrr j w wot fa Niffar ir far fa fa 
ntntnFn % fafR ffaffar fafar nrnt I ; 

[No-No No-fa° Ho/ 410 / 69 (139)] 


S.O. 3500. — Whereas the Election Commission Is satisfied that Shri Man Singh, 
S/o Shrl Khacheru, R/o village Khokni, Post Office Galibpur, District Muzaftar- 
nagar, Uttar Pradesh, a contesting candidate for mid-term general elections, 1969 
to the Uttar Pradesh, Legislative Assembly from 410-Muzaffarnagar Assembly 
Constituency, has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses as required 
by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after due notices has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied 
that he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

3. Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Man Singh, to be disqualified for being 
chosen as and for being a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three years 
from the date of this order. 

[No. UP-LA/410/ 69 (140). J 

nt°ot° 3500. — not ffafaR wiNta ot nototr nott fan twin 

OT % fan; NENTNfa NTNTOTT ffafaR 1 9 6 9 % fan 4 1 O-NNNNTOTR NOT fafaOT fa 
% RNTN TR s(fa OT-faOTK fa NR fNf N^yT fa ffafa NET fatfa, fa o NlffaPJT, 
fam iJWfiTNNT, TNT NOT, Nfa SffcrfNfaR fafafafa 1951 NOT ffafa OTTR NR ffafa 
9TTT tfNffa OTR ffafNN OTP NIT fat fa %NTT Hfau NOT if OTR t| | ; 

2. far NOT, W OTfaOTTT fa NOTNi N/OTT far OTT^T NT fa W'lfa WTNvRT 
% faR faf NTOT NNNT OTfaNOT N^T fan % OTT falfaN WRR NT W, OTItlR' |T NOT 
^ fa Tfa NET OT OTHOTNT N fan faf Niffa jfj rq-lfafOTT Nff ^ ; 

3. 5fA:, WN, fatlfN-PN fa SIR! 1 0-N % NfNNOT if fwlOTT WtftN Nn^OTTT 
NPNfalNfa fa OTN % ttNf OTffa if if fafa fa WN % OT fafa TRN fa fatTR NOT 
5T«RT fWR NfTN^ ^ NNfN fa faf far |fa % fan, W NfrfaOT fa OTTfa il fa fa fa 
NTHRfa % fan ftp-far faw NOTT % I 


fa o— N oN o— fa oN ° / 4 1 o/ 6 9 (l40)] 
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New Delhi, the 28 th September 1970 

S.O. 3501, — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shri Hot! Lai, 
S/o Shri Mewa Ram, R/o Mohalla Choki Gate, House No. 233, Firozabad, District 
Agra, Uttar Pradesh a contesting candidate for Mid-term General election 1989 to 
the Uttar Pradesh Legislative Assembly from 342-Karhal (SC) Assembly Con- 
stituency, has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses as required by 
the Representation of the People Act, 1961, and the Rules made thereunder; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after due notices has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied 
that he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

3. Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election 
'Commission hereby declares the said Shri Hoti Lai, to be disqualified for being 
chosen as and for being a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three 
years from the date of this order. 


[No. UP -LA/ 342 / 69 ( 143) .] 


if foerff, 26fWRp:, 1970 

ifU 3 5 0 l.-qd: ffiTPLT STRUT VT TTT’dTT ft qqq | Ft qUT STUfT fWPT fDTT 

% fMr usqrqFtr urtiruT Fqqfqq 1969 % fun; 342-qrqu (?pj° tto) trur FqqFqq 
H ^qR sft ifoT^TPT, Fqquff utfrur qWfc, 

HLTn qo 233, FfiFfqrqTq. fTUT V/fiTT, TUC TfU HTL qfqfqfsuq uFtfFPHT, 1951 

mi q^frq quir qq Furm am utfuq Fqq’Nr ®uff tt tt£ jiff Fm qrfeuqruti? 

ijWqLft; 

2- ’fry TT : , TFT TrUrfUF q, VH fFW F ^tt UPT qT'dT STUff^T 
% furr tttu ^f-urr uff Furr | ; qqr Fqqfqq strut ur qq qqrqrq qqr 

| for tut qrre-qqr % fuc[ ditf qqf'ri qrruu qT ^qwrf^cq' q§f | ; 

3. to:, sur, vqq trrerfrqu qlf srru io-qi % u FqqFqq strut 
tr sft §fcff uru qft uuq % qfq'T rutt tt if ftrfV tru % qr fouff tfr qff Fqarur u?tt 
uqqr fqqpr % uur Tjf qur uYr ^ur % Furr, ufou qff qrttu q ?fur qq <f 
qquiqry % fuq Fqqfqq qrfqq q^qr £ 1 

[qo-Uoqo-fqoRo/342/69( 143)] 

S.O. 3502. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shri Radhey, 
S/o Shri Surjai, R/o Village Pasupur, Post Office Mahabatpur, District Mainpuri, 
Uttar Pradesh, a contesting candidate for Mid-term general election 1969 to the 
Uttar Pradesh Legislative Assembly from 342-Knrhal (SC) Assembly Constituency, 
has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses as required by the Repre- 
sentation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even niter due notices has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied 
that he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

3. Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Radhey, to be disqualified for being 
chosen as and for being a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three 
years from the date of this order. 


[No. UP-LA/342/ 69(144).]' 




4900 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: OCTOBER 31, 1970/KARTTKA 9, 1892 [Part IT— 


wto 3502 . — ee: FeeFte eteFt ss eetette eet IFfeef e^eFeete 
E m % Fee eseieFe Eraros Feetee 1 969 % fair 342 -sf?te (mjo etc ) Em FeeFee 
we e ^ete mrE eft Eft fe^ee *fr e^etI, ete tjjz, mo ipmFjr, 

Feet Feett, etf sFs e'Ef sfsFrfEm stfiifEEE, 1 95 1 set s^eVe eert er Frmfi 
ttfi mrfwE mFr FeeFee mEl tt mi vfr ?m etFste efe ^ eeete f ; 

2 . sfF eel eee m rfte E F e, g?r to t^eet Fm ~tte et tfF wFF ^eweftst 
% Frt efe wet ep^Fete Erft Feet | ; eet FeeFee weft ei m eeteie jfr eet 

I f% EE% ETE ^E EEEFkTT % Fett mf TTfm EFE ET miElFETE Efft %] 

3. w:, EE, Em SuRFe^B EE EFT 1 0-E % EEEW E fEEIEE ETEiE RE^ilFr 
EEE sff ETET ET EBE T TTEt EEE1 *F % FeeF '4t EEE ^ ET FfFi TFE EF[ fRfcTlE EBT WET 
fBETE bFtET % E^E ETE EV fTFT hT TEE, ?E El EE Tit SlfPS E EFT BE eF BTBIEfB 
$ fEE fE^EE ETfEE TETT & I 

[Eo Eo/Eo/fEo/Eo/ 342 /fi 9 ( 144 )J 


S.O. 3503.— Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shri Ram Singh 
S/o Shri Chet Ram, R/o Village Patsue Shyam Nagar, Post Office Amer Nugla 
Jlwap, District Mainpuri, Uttar Pradesh, a contesting candidate tor Mid-term 
general election 1909 to the Uttar Pradesh Legislative Assembly from 342-Karhal 
(SC) Assembly Constituency, has failed to lodge an account of his election expon^es 
aB required by the Representation ot the People Act, 1951, and the Ru es made 
thereunder; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after due notices has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied that 
he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

3. Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Ram Singh, to be disqualified for being 
chosen as and for being a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three 
years from the date of this order. 

[No. UP-LA/342/69(145).^ 

TfEo nflo 3 50 3 .— EE: FebFbE WEFT ET EERIE ft EE! % fa THE BE»T 
fEETE EET % EEETBftT ETEFE FeeFeE 1969 V Fm 3 4 2 -BFBE (WEo mo) Em 
FEETEE FEE E EETE EfE BIB mrflEBF sfF tr frR JsfF %E TIE, ETE TCE^ 
EETEEET, BTo wFt EEBT eYeE, FEET EEBTF BrF SEE BTE STFeFeFfb EfBfEEE, 
1951 SET smFtE EE IE EE FreeF HE ET^fedn ERE FteIeE mEt ES ETtt ETE 1 
ETFaE SEE ^ EEE1E ; 

2 . eV EE: , EEE E^ : Tf^EE'^ T . ml EEm 5 JEET fsir ETE TT ^ W»ft ^E EEEIEET 

^FrTEtf ESTE WET Eff FEET t ; SET fESTEE ETElEETE^ EmEIE^TEET^ 

Ft EE% ETE ^E EETEET % fET[ S?tf EEFe E^r.E ET RTETfEtE Effl 1 5 

3, EE:, W, EEE EFgfEEE # EFT 1 0-E % EETRE ^ fESfEE ETEtEVEE^FT 
EEE El TIE FEE SS EEE ^T EFET EEEF ^ If fwF Tft EEE % El fEEt J FE E?[ fESTTE Em 
WmfEtTTEEfETE%EvFEEFrm%sfF?ft^'%fEE,^Em^TEFrET , FiE EcfiE EE^ElETEfE 
% Fmr fmf^E EtfES EFET | I 

[^o-Eo/Eo-fEo E°/342/69(l45)] 
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S.O. 3504. — Whereas the Election Commission Is satisfied that Shri Mithoo Lai, 
S/o Shri Karhori, R/o Village Marhapur, Post Office Karhal, District Mainpuri, 
Uttar Pradesh, a contesting candidate for Mid-term general election, 1969 to the 
Uttar Pradesh Legislative Assembly from 342-Karhal (SC) Assembly Constituency, 
has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses as required by the Repre- 
sentation of the People Act, 1961, and the Rules made thereunder; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after due notices has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied 
that he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

3. Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Mithoo Lai, to he disqualified for being 
chosen as and for bcinjj a member of either House of Parliament or of the Legis- 
lative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three years from 
the date of this order. 


[No. UP-LA/ 342/ 69 (146).] 
By Order, 

A. N. SEN, Secy. 

RRo V \ 0 350 4. — RU: fuR?RU STRUT UU RUTRTU gf RUT & fE RRT 5^97 fatrTR 
RRT % fan; RSRDrftr RTSTEU fuRTRR 19 69 % fun 3 4 2-URTR (RUoRTo) RRT 

furfur r ^rpt rur r*rYrtf firusuiR grrar RRftff, ufu rut^r, rt° 

URET, fURT RRRf, RRR RRR RTU RfRfufRRT RfufRUR, 1951 RRT RUHR URTV 
fRRRT £PT RRfSTR RUf furfUR RRT UU URf Rf ITRT UTfaU UR?T R RRUTH % J 

2. rYt ere, rut RufruriR ?f, 3% rtztu gun for riu t*- rV rurY w rrurrt 

% fug UTEU RRU EERfauR Ujfr folT RRT fUR?RU RTRtU UT Rf RRTRTU |T RUT 
| fv RR% <TTR W RRURRT R fair Utf UtYr UFR Rl RUTtfUR Rgf 

3. SEE, RR, 3W RfafURR fiff RTRT 1 0-R R RUTTER if furf-RU RIRtR 

UP Rf fRUU UTU Rt RRU % RTUt RUUt if R fuuff Rf ERU % RT ffiRT TT^R # fURlR RRT 

M\ t 

RRRT fURTU RfmR % EUR RR RTU rH R fuR, 3R RTUR UT EKYr R (ffU r 4 
RTUTUfST % fRU fURffU RtfRR UTcfT f I 

[ifo RoRo-fRo Ro/342/69( 146)] 

RT^RT Tf, 
Ro RRo tu, 
RfUT I 


MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 


New Delhi, the 13 th October 1970 

S.O. 3505. — In pursuance of clause (a) of section 2 of the Diplomatic and 
Consular Officers (Oaths and Fees) Act 1948, the Central Government hereby 
authorises Shri S. N. Awasthl, Assistant in the Trade Representation of India, 
East Berlin to perform the duties of a Consular Agent, with effect from 5th August, 
1970, until further orders. 

[No. F.T.4330/2/70.] 

frUR RRTRR 

U$fccTft, 1 3 RUgRT, 197 0 

RRo Rt o 3 5 o 5 — TTRufuu Rq JflkrfV Rfqurrff (STUR hr SJTU) RftlfUER, 
94 8 2 9 TO (u) % R^RIRR if %R5 TK+K ^R% 5TU RTRE % ^14I< Rfufuftt 
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% arfrr Jr e^ppf ’sft farfar 5-8-70 Jr *pmr *rrt?r 

wfajflaf W TR ^ETE % *rfBTTT ttt $ I 


[3° £fo 4330/2/70] 


S.O. 3506. — In pursuance of clause (a) of section 2 of the Diplomatic and 
Consular Officer (Oaths and Fees) Act 1948, the Central Government hereby 
authorises Shri J. L, Uberoi, Assistant in the Consulate-General of India, Berlin, 
to perform the duties of a Consular Agent, with effect from the 12th June, 1970, 
until further orders. 

[No. F.T.4330/2/70.] 

tjffo wr <> 35 t ) 6 — TrTTfw q*r fffcreft EftPErff srftifjpm - 1948 

% WZ 2 £im (^) % ^ PJ'TFET Jf , % E ! TOR , ^ E % 3 m EHE % RTH ^' fEERRT , Ef%E 
Jr ir^ETT, >ift 3° litTo EEER fadtE 12 EE, 1970 Jf 5RET ET^fT (EE, tfftEft 

sTfaw? jttt *frpf Tmr =et sriwr ^ff $ 1 


[e° ito 4330 / 2 / 70 ] 


S.O. 3507.— In pursuance of clause (a) of section 2 of the Diplomatic andl 
Consular Officers (Oaths and Fees) Act 1948, the Central Government hereby 
authorises Shri R, S. Bhardwaj, Assistant in the Embassy of India, Damascus to 
perform the duties of a Consular Agent, with immediate effect, until further 
orders. 

[No. F.T.4330/2/70.] 

tffo 35 07 — TW-rfET i/E TEE-ft Efwfr (EWb/T^FE) SffafEEE, 1948 

wx 2 urn (*e) % ?pjree Jr ^et ewe am qmr % afnw fwm TMftdiqRt Jf 

EiEW , wmo tTETo ETTSTE Et 3 tW %, ?RET ET^T | E 1 EE , TJfwfV afrfEfEr ET *ER 

eeJ - et srfsmr <rfr 1 1 


[tfwato 4330 / 2 / 70 ] 


S.O. 3508. — In pursuance of clause (a) of section 2 of the Diplomatic and 
Consular Officers (Oaths and Fees) Act 1948, the Central Government hereby 
authorises Shri M. K. Chhibber, Assistant in the Embassy of India. Lima to per- 
form the duties of a Consular Agent, with immediate effect until further orders. 

[No. F.T.4330/2/70.] 

P. C. BHATT ACIIARJ EE, U der Sccy. 


t[Eo 5^0 3 50 3 — mEEfoF i[E ^EEt ^fSFEFf (sRE ^ SjW) 5q-fJTGTW 1948 

% jgur 2 am (t) eettee Jf, ewt, sm EmftE wetter, Etar Jf 

EERE, >sff ^To %o ft9W m E*R E, SEPT! WfW tffE EE EPF ft EfWT? ET ER 
w et EfwP' Tff I 1 


[rfwmTTo 4330 / 2 / 70 ] 

qYo ffio r 4Z2^K3ft, 
SRT EfEE, ERE TOR I 




MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Ranking) 

Neto Delhi, the 12 th October 1970 

S. O 3509.— Statement of the A Shire of the Reserve Bank of India, as on the 2nd October, 1970. 

Banking Department 


LIABILITIES Rs. ASSETS Rs. 

Capital Paid Up 5,00,00,000 Notes 39,49,85,000 

Rupee Coin 8,74,000 

Reserve Fund 150,00,00,000 Small Coin 5,38,000 

Bills Purchased and Discounted : — 

Natiotul Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) 

Fund 172,00,00,000 

(a) Internal 

( 4 ) External ....... 

(c) Government Treasury Bills . . . 123^9^3,000 

National Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund . 37,00^0,000 Balances held Abroad* 114,58,91,000 

Investments** . 94,01,494)00 

Loans and Advances to : — 

N 1' Dual I 1 1 1 'trial Creiit (Long Term Operation* Fund) 95,004304000 

(i) Central Government ..... 

(a) State Governments® 140421,194x0 

Deposits 1 — Loans and Advances to : — 

(a) Government (i) Scheduled Commercial Banksf . . . 169,86,57,000 

(0 Ce itral Government . . . 196,70,22,000 (£) State Co-operative Bankstt • ■ ■ 256,50,88,000 

(Hi) Others . . . 3,581004x0 
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liabilities 

Rs. 

ASSETS 

Rs. 



Loans, Advances and Investments from National Agricul- 
tural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund : — 


(a) State Governments .... 

4)77>79i°°o 

(a) Loam and Advances to : — 




(i) St&e Governments ..... 

34 , 43 , 00^500 



(a) State Co-operadve Banks .... 

21,84,12,00a 

(&) Banks 


(m) Central Land Mortgage Banks 

. . 



( b ) Investment in Central Land Mortgage Bank 

Debentures 

9,57,°2^xx> 



Loans and Advances from National Agricultural Credit 
(Stabilisation) Fund : — 


(i) Scheduled Commercial Banks 

202,04,84,000 



(it) Scheduled State Co-operative Banks 

8,53,56^00 

Loans and Advances to State Co-operative Banks . 

5,n,33,ooo 

(in) Non-Scheduled State Co-operative Banks 
(*t>) Other Banka 

7 r, 77,000 
33,58,000 

Loans, Advances and Investments from National Industrial 
Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund:— 




(a) Loans and Advances to the Development Bank 

26,26,71,000 

(e) Others 

121,14,77,000 

(6) Investment in bonds/d ebentuxes issued by the 
Development Bank ..... 


Bffls Payable 

42,12,92,000 

Other Assets 

33,74,95,000 

Other Liabilities ....... 

37,87,729000 



Rupees 

1073,27,17=000 

Rupees 

1073^7,177300 


•Includes Cash, Fised Deposits and Short-term Securities. 

•*E*duding investments from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fond and the National Industrial Credit (Long T etm Opera- 
tions) Fund. 

@H*dvKling Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund but including temporary overdrafts to State 
Gcemments. 

[Includes Rs. 79,13,02,000 advanced to Scheduled commercial banks against usance bills under section 17(4X0) of the Reserve Bank of India Act. 

[[Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Agricultural Credit (StabDisa- 
tion) Fund. 

Dated the 7th day of October, 1970, 
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As Account porstwat lO the Referve Bank et India Act, 1934, tea the week ended the 2nd day of October 1970. 

Issob Dctartaibnt 


LIABILITIES Rs. R*. ASSETS Rs. Rs. 


Notes held in the Ranking Depart- 
ment - . 39^9,85,000 

Notes in Circulation . 3S 5 1,50^6,000 


Total Notes issued 


3891,00,11,00© 


Gotd Coin and Bullion t — 

(а) Held in India 

(б) Held outside India 

Foreign Secnritiea 


182,53.1 1 jDOO 
351 , 42 , 00^00 


Total Liabilities 


Total . 

Rupee Coin 

(Government of India Rupee Securities • 
Internal Bids of Exchange and other 
commenaa! pao r 


3891,00,11,000 Total Assets 


533,95,11,000 

64,72,73,000 

3292^32,22,000 


3891,00,11,000 


Dated the 7th day of October, 1970. 


S. Jagannathan, 
Governor. 


[No. F.3(3)-BC/70.J 
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for inrnfa 

fV*I hi ) 

fee#, 1 2 5TO, 1970 


(JHo Wt» 3509. — 2 W4?MX, 1 9 70 # fe^ ifezjT% ft#! % + |4'MN ^T fe*H“l 



wr 

iOftcM 

Mr 

Rtidl T# 

5,00,00,000 

HXZ 

39,49,85,000 

surfero Mg 

. 150,00,00,000 


8,74,000 



yiil ftl+4‘1 

5,38,000 


, 172,00,00,000 

offe M ijM Jit Ml : — 


('flq+i^TiB Ht'M i m ) Mar 




ffa wr . 

37,00,00,000 

(*f) t# 

• • * 

(MtcMot ) Msr 


(W) fefe# . 

• • » 



(ji) RW*t J3RFTT feel 

123,89.03,000 

•u^m %iWir*it> 

95,00,00,000 

fe%RT if 33ST |RT ^RT* 

114,58,91,000 

(^NlOeO't rw- ) Mk 

. 

feM** 

. 94,01,49,000 

STBT-^r^Rl : — 


M =wRtft 


(^) aMt 




(i) «prru+R 

196,70,22,000 

(i) tfefe OT+K# 

• • • 

(ii) ttw 

4,77,79,000 

(ii) TTTJf tT 1761 <7 ¥7 @ 

. 140,21,19,000 



^>T Mr : — 


(nr) t^r 


(i) RJjgMr #pt t# #f . 

169,86,57,000 

(i) *hjMt MMi Tt 

202,04 84,000 

(ii) TTR JT^Tlfr t# #tt 

256,50,88,000 

(ii) tr? a^Frct M 

. 8,53,56,000 

(iii) =[8## 

3,58,00,000 


<i^fe frfa ^r MM) M^ % 

wh , Mr Me frtsi : — 
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(iii) TR 4T<J^d TT7JT 0 

(iv) 

(»r) ^qraT 


§sr 'fer 


?RT ^TfTTt^ 




(^ ) ^ sftr yfflo : — 

71.77. 000 (i) ^THT^R^Rf^ . . . 34,43,00,000 

33.58.000 (ii) TRq- . . 21,84,12,000 

(iii) . 

12 1,14,77,000 (s) %^T t^T % fsdVff if #m 

ffa ^7 (f^ft^w) ftrfk ^ 

?ri^nT .... 9,57,02,000 


42.12.92.000 TTJq-^+l’O ?lfim . . 5,11,33,000 

TT^tq- srtefrfw ^ ftsnrt) fain 

% ^r, ?rfim sfo Pr^r : — 

37.87.72.000 (^) ?fk . 26,26,71,000 

(^) snrrf^ ^ sTRt/fe^ci 

!T^?TTfenTt . . . 33,74,95,000 


107 3,27,17,000 WT .... 1073,27,17,000 


STRfspfT '3707 ?fk !RW#I jrfaTjfert STTfim | I 

**71^)4 frfa (i'lM+h-An fernt) frftr ?fk Tit^R Prt to frosT ^ 1 1 

(ORF^R fir front) ^ TOtT ?ffc lift'd |, 7TTO ETOTrfT % al=Kf [Hi | I 

ffTro to- aro ffkm aMTOn ^arcr 17(4) (*r) % ^i^nr to^to hiPtoh tot hIhih! fen qr srfro fro to 79,13,02,000/' 

wt sriPro | t 

(?lTO^fwq) ffa^T ( p TO ~H<u |) ^ ^ ^ ?rfTO STTfTO aff | i 

grdw : 7 1970 1 
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fsp 4T41 3lfef444, 19 34 % TT4TRai H 4^444, 197 0 4?! 2 4RtW ^ ?T4RT ftr TF4T| % fal» ?F4T 

%$ fw4 


44414; 


^44 


444 


4Trfer^t 


44% 




rferfrfmr ii TKf |tt 

414 . . 39,49,85.000 

44^4 it ffte . 3851, 5 0,26, 000 


^irt fVc[ 40 44 TTT . 


?pf %44nt 

arAg : 7 ^pejwt, 19701 


BJ4 44 ftpm ok 4 kT44 : — 
( 41 ) irPTT n w pn 

(*S) 4K4 4 4Tf4 44T 


182,53,1 1,000 


for 


380 1,0 0, 11,000 3ftT 

444 44 flT44T 
41TCT 0 <41 < 41 444T 
M MofiOT 

4?fr fyfooo for oh 

4h 4Tf444-W 


351,42,00,000 


3891,00.11,000 4"V 41 1 [+ti --1 i 


533,95,11,000 

64,72,78,000 

3292,32,22,000 


3891,00,11,000 


iTTTo 49 '•41 44, 
4404 I 

[40 trqjo 3 (3)-4to ato/70] 
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New Delhi, the 14 th October 1970 

S.O. 3510. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 53 of the Banking 
Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949), the Central Government on the recommendation 
of the Reserve Bank of India, hereby declares that the provisions of section 9 
of the said Act shall not apply till the 5th October, 1971, to the Vijaya Bank 
Ltd., Mangalore, in respect of the immovable property (plot of land bearing T.S. 
No. 832) held by it at Mangalore (South Kanara). 

[No. F.15(20)-BC/70.J 


df 14 srfcjsn: 1970 

*T° fiT° 3510. — »rfTOT fafdWT SrftrfTW 1949 ( 1949 RT 33TOT) ffRT 
5 3 3P 3TTT SPTfT WfTORt TO SHIRT fR % 7 sfRT TOR Rl <014 P<Jt4 shfl "ft 1 RhblPwf 
TT TcT'tTTTT ^ftfWcT TOTft £ fr W StMtoR SHTT 9 ^ TTTOT fw tRl fafatR, 
RRvftr TO TOT% irfERR t RTOk (?fePT TOTOl) fRTO TORT TOTffT 
£\o rr*fo toIT 832) 5 TOTOTO 1971 I 

[RTOT tnho 15(20) — «ff 0 ifr ° / 7 o] 
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[Loans, Advances and Investments from National Agricultural 
Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund — 

(6) Banks — (a) Loans and Advances to: — 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Banks . . . 20 i ,95 j 68 j 000 0 ) State Governments 34,42/8/00 

(ii) State Co-operative Banks .... 21,82,23,000 

00 Scheduled State Co-operative Banks . . 8,73,38,000 (iii) Central Land Mortgage Banks .... 

(iii) Non-Scheduled State Co-operative Banks . 70,97,000 (b) Investment in Central Land Mortgage Bank Deben- 

tures 9 , 57 , 02,000 

(iv) Other Banks 32,54,000 Loans and Advances from National Agricultural Credit 

(Stabilisation) Fund — 

Loans and Advances to State Co-operative Banks . . 5/17,36,000 

(e) Others 111,09,42,000 Loans, Advances and Investments from National Industrial 

Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund — . 

Bills Payable 21,85,09,000 (a) Loans and Advances to the Development Bank . 26,26,71,000 

(6) Investment in bonds/debentures issued by the 

Other Liabilities 37,24,10/00 Development Bank 

Other Assets 31,91,41,000 

Rupees . 994,83/8/00 Rupees . . 994,83/8/00 

•Includes Cash, Fixed Deposits and Short-term Securities. 

• •Excluding In vest meats from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Industrial Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund. 

5 ) Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fuad, but including temporary overdrafts to State 
Governments. 

t Includes Rs. 87,32/3,000/- advanced to scheduled commercial banks against usance bills under Section 17(4X0) of the Reserve Bank of India Act. 

tfEscluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural (Credit Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Agricultural Credit (Stabilisa- 
tion) Fund. 

Dated the 14th day of October, 1970. 
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A i p ursnant to the Reierve Bank of India Act, 1934, for the week ea ded the 9th day of October 1970 

Issue DEpiSTMarr 


LIABILITIES 

Ra. 

Rs. 

ASSETS 

Ra. 

Rs. 

Notes held in the Banking Department 

Notes in circulation .... 

9,00,344300 

3943 j 6 o,o 8 ,ooo 


Gold Coin and Bullion: — 

(a) Held in India . 

(b) Held outside India . 

182,53,1 1,000 


Total Note* issued . s 


3952,60424300 


36142,00,000 





Total 


543 ,95>iL«» 




Rupee Coin ..... 


6142,904300 




Government of India Rupee Securities 


3347>324I4 »o 




Internal Bills of Exchange and other com- 
mercial paper 

* 


Total Liabilities 


3952,60424x30 

Totm. Assets 


3952,60,424300 


Dated the 14th day of October, 1970. 


S. Jagannathan, 

Governor. 

[No. F.3(3)-BC/7 oJ. 

K. YESORATNAM, Under Secy. 
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fereft, 16 1970 

Ifffo <tto 35 1 1. — 9 1970 ^ +tlH> ^f44i' % tT^T fTBTR % TFI^WT [q4< u l I 


^Rini 


5H(W4t 


%<m Tft . . . 

. 5,00,00,000 

'ftS ..... 

9 , 00 , 34,000 

srrcftficr ftfe 

* 150,00,00,000 

ftR^T .... 

2,81,000 



*4l<il RWiI .... 

5,36,000 



JET fa* : — 


fosntr) Prfe . 

. 172,00,00,000 





(*) Wt . 

• * 

(fFTENrm) frfn 

. 37,00,00,000 

(^r) .... 

• • 



(*l) HT3T& «raHi filH 

59,06,83,000 

^■ifrOTT 


f^ai Jf tht §?tt 4i>i4i* . 

106,70,72,000 

(^4wUfw^) faftr . 

. 95,00,00,000 

.... 

103,65,33,000 

aPTT-Tlf?|i|f :- 




(^) TCTT& 


^E°i wk srftrB : — 


(i) 

149,34,34,000 

(i) . 

• * 

(U) 

. 4,57,76,000 

(ii) 7T3T RC+l<f TT@. 

156,52,7 1,000 



irfiTR' : — 


(g) % 


(i) sr-^fag gifursr Tjf • 

168,35,05,000 

(i) 4lf*l'*4 , 

. 201,95,68,000 

(ii) TT»T ¥|^Rf f 

259,27,07,000 

(ii) ttft . 

. 8,73,38,000 

(iii) 

3,10,05,000 



^o*fre ffa ^*r (gfrfeFffa fpm;) fgfe £ 




wTffR fg*¥ ; — 
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?*Tcrrt 


snfepri 

WT 



(s) sfft: — 


(iii) ‘TW^J-'ld 7T5IT €tJ+T<t #+ 

. 70,97,000 

(i) lit . . , 

34,42,28,000 

(iv) *pr3+> 

. 32,54,000 

(ii) t&j t^f ^ 

21,82,23,000 



(iii) %?ifrT sfftrnre fsf st . 

« • 

(*t) smr 

. 111,09,42,000 

(s) t^rr % fefsff if fots 




TT^ft ffa ^T (R*rO +< u|) ftft IT 
tftr srfjrr .... 

9,57,02,000 

ss fts 

21,85,09,000 

tt^iQ «4+l ^fc u l . 

sflsTftF (ftr+rsft ftwi) ftftiT 

5,07,36,000 



^r, sifts sik f^r%3i :- 


srt Iwr^ . c 

, 37,24,10,000 

(<f) ftsrcr st srk sifts . 

26,26,71,000 



(s') Pi+iti sin stt! ftft *ft sftf /P<?^il s Pn+s 



snssrifepiT .... 

31,9 1,41,000 

i?ft . 

994,83,28,000 

<<h4 .... 

994,83,28,000 


%A< xfd^fdil I tuiRiti f I 

(sIm'M'jTI*) Pwim.) Prfe ?t\t WlWlPi 1 * (‘Cl^i^ft'i R^i^) 3 r 5 f+fl Prtw *n iIhci jt^F f[ i 
@ti^ ^ (stwsfR forot) fafa^Tsreri 5 &n «fh sfw suPhw ?rfT | , ti^t T rornrf % ^nfi «k<?N 5 sifts 1 1 

■fR'sq fs srpfi ?f^rr sftftrE ottt 17 {4) (*r) % irgft vi^f-^a qiP u i»q 5 + 1 +1 fftnfr ftst c tx nfyn *Fr 87,32,00,000 

sifts f 1 

fft (ftwsfa r«W|i|) ftft ^iVc TT^ft ^T {i*q<k><q) Prig & ST?tT sk sftR siPh?i s|f I 1 


grdf : 14 1970 1 


111 
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fo# 4TF5 SjferfW, 1 934 % SPJ*R?T 3 ?T^C 1970 9 OTfra ^7 ERT'afgiS ^TTf % f^4^gT 

^f^TET 


?qciTTf 

W 

WT 

yifkMt 



tfor fa*rH Jf ^ 



Wet 5ftr ffwr :- 



Hte 

9,00,34,000 


(^) strct tt t ; 9T |?rr 

182,53,11,000 



3943,60,08,000 


(s) «TTTS % 3Tf7: ^3T 

gW 

5jfd^]dijr 



: ?rtt f+tj ntj "fts 


3952,60,42,000 

361,42,00,000 




5Tt? . 


543,95,11,000 






W^rfWt 
’*nra’ ?nsTT wn . 


61,32,90,000 




sfaWn 


3347,32,41,000 










=iir»i^ 'iw . 


• • 

fT Wot . 


[3952,60,42,000 

sufw^i 


3952,60,4 2,000 


arrtta : 14 1970 i 

I 

[So «Eo 3( 3)— 5fTo sto/70] 


’Tf^nr, sEj^rf^ i 
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CORRIGENDA 

I. In the Gazette of India issue dated 18th April 1970 Part II Section 3 (ii) — 

(i) At page 1888 the figure of Rs. 130,70,73,000 appearing against sub-head 

Loans and Advances to State Governments' on the Assets side of 
the Statement of Affairs of the Reserve Bank of India, Banking 
Department as on 6th March 1970 should be read as Rs. 130,70,72,000. 

(ii) At page 1889 the figure of Rs. 117,45,15,000 appearing against head 

‘Other Liabilities’ on the Liabilities side of 'the statement should be 
read as Rs. 117,45,78,000. 

II. In the Gazette of India issue dated 16th May 1970 Part II Section 3(ii) — - 
At page 2281 the figure of Rs. 1,61,85,000 appearing against sub-head 

‘Deposits — Non-scheduled State Co-operative Banks’ on the Liabili- 
ties side of the Statement of Affairs of the Reserve Bank of India, 
Banking Department as on 24th April 1970 should be read as 
R« oi S5.000. 

As the discrepancies relate only to the Hindi version of the statements, a 
Hindi version of the Corrigendum is enclosed. 


I, cirfrar is 1970 % sthr % ffpr II ^ 3(11) 

% f°RT°r if ffrfepff % <rei Jr Bff "im tort ^ heh siftm" % rhpt jjtr 

SEE 130, 70, 73, 000 WIT % HIPT TI 130, 70, 72, 000 ^ ^ | 

(ii) TJS5 1 889 TT % W if RT tiRTTlf ' % 

117, 45, 1 5, 000 Wf % FIR TT 117, 45, 78,000 ¥1^ TSl 3TTt[ I 

II. ffrfta 16 1970 % RPff % IIW % ffFI II 15TS 3 ( M ) % — 

2281 Lt SwOlRr 24 513^1 1970 4^1 'TOP 

spr^FvTTqr % fffnpr Jr % w ii ur "wirftrat k 

jfcF RPRl W 1, 61, 85,000Wff 61, 85,000 T?T ^ I 

In the statement of the Affairs of the Reserve Bank of India Banking Depart- 
ment as on the 21st August 1970 published at pages 4020-21 of Part II Section 
3(11) of the Gazette of India Issue dated 12th September 1970 the figure against 
the head “Deposits— (c) Others”, appearing on the liabilities side of the state- 
ment should be read as 100,61,38,000 instead of 160,61,33,000. 


(Department of Revenue and Insurance) 

Income-tax 

New Delhi, the 13 th October 1970 

S.O. 3512. — It is hereby notified for general information that the institution 
mentioned below has been approved by the Council of Scientific and Industrial 
Research, the “prescribed authority” for the purposes of clause (11) of sub-section 
(1) of Section 36 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961). 

Institution 

National Centre for the Performing Arts, Bombay. 

[No. 166/No. F.203/9/70-IT(A-H)J 

S. BHATTA CH ARYYA, Dy. Secy. 
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(TT^T wh: faRFT) 

13 1970 

fao 3 512, — u4dlU 1 <yi ^ Cl % {fe[ ndSRKi Hq Pmi dldT 

I % feR^fald TOT ^ITTfeP H«TT srtertfiw UTERUR 'TfeTT 5TTT 5TRF6T srfefeTR, 
1961 (1961 TT 43) # STITT 35^T9SrTTT (l) % 5roy (||) % SRfepft % (%q 
mfsFRTJT’' 5njTftftrcT tt fen w | i 

E6*TT 

TSTTn IPTT T9T TV ITTi'rtnH RfiJR Jprf 

[Ra 1 66 /TiT° Ro 203/9/70-5^^^0 (T» 0— N ) J 

o,no t<t flfrr i 


(Department of Revenue and Insurance) 

CORRIGENDUM 

New Delhi, the 13 th October 1970 

8 . 0 . 3513. — In the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry 
of Finance (Department of Revenue and Insurance) No. S.O. 2248, dated the 29th 
June, 1970, published at pages 1029 — 1032 of the Gazette of India Extraordinary, 
Fart II, Section 3 Sub-section (ii). dated the 29th June, 1970, at page 1030 — 

(i) in lines 16 — 18, for the entry under the heading “Percentage”, read 
“As applicable under treaty of leader of Indian Aviation Insurers.”; 

(11) In line 35, against “(a) Marine premiums”, insert “25 per cent". 

[No. F.51(10)Ins.I/70.] 
M. L. WADHAWAN, Dy. Secy. 


CENTRA I, BOARD OF DIRECT TAXES 

Income-tax 

New Delhi, the 1th September 1070 

S.O. 3514. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (I) of section 
122 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961) and of all other powers enabling 
It In that behalf and in partial modification of its earlier order No. 82 (F. No. 
261/18/70-ITJ) dated the 19th May, 1970 the Central Board of Direct Taxes hereby 
directs that in the schedule annexed thereto In serial 5 under Dhanbad Range, 
Special Circle, Dhanbad shall be added as item (vi) in column 3 thereof. 

This notification shall take effect from 7th September, 1970. 

Explanatory Note 

The modification has become necessary on account of the recent creation of 
new circle, namely special circle Dhanbad. 

(The above note does not form a part of the notification but is intended to be 
merely clariflcatory). 

[No. 157 (F. No. 261/18/.70-ITJ.)] 
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TTPT-4R 

fit ffteftft, 7 P«dWK, 1970. 

wft° 3514. — SfftrftpTTT, 1961 (1961TT 43) 4ft STITT 122 4ft 
\3MVRI (h) 5TTT 5PI4T JUpRltf 4TT sfK 3% ^1 fftfftcl SpTTft ETTTft 5F4 TT^fT Hlfthlftf 
4T SPTftl 4Rft ?TCT 5^ ^ftfTC STTftTT fto 82(^0 fto 26l/ 1 8/70-*nft eft ft) ErfftJ 

19 iit, 1970 % srfftPF yMid<«r ft jrw tr fttf fftftrr ferr Ifogrrft 

3TTTO 'TTftr ft ^447? Ttr % mfEr 5 ft, 3TT % TtTRT 3 ft *K ( I ) % if ffttffa 

irfer, aw; ftrsr srnnrr i 

!T? ifrftrg^TT 7 fftd«K, 1970 ft STOUfr ftftt I 

TT ls itTR ,, T fi L 4 (, l — 

(Jh-lefT if T£T Tpcr gi%^f iFqftl fftifa HfqwT, tEWR % 4*1 Tft % TROT ^ 'dtiu vm 
! 1TOW ft TETT I I 

(^f?r ftcqur srfa^FTT atET qff | ^ FT^Tor ftft % fat? marfw |) 

[fo 157(TT° ft° 2 6l/l8/7 0-«rr5[ tt ft)] 

CORRIGENDUM 

New Delhi, the Qth September 1970 

S.O. 3515^— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (I) of Section 
122 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961) and of all other powers enabling it 
in that behalf, the Central Board of Direct Taxes, hereby directs that the follow- 
ing correction shall be made in its Notification No. 140 (F. No. 261/17/70-ITJ) dated 
1st August, 1970: 

In the last line of the Notification after the words ‘from’ for ‘1st August, 1970’ 
read ‘1st September, 1970.’ 

[No. 158 (F. No. 261/17/70-ITJ)] 
Y. SINGH, Under Secy. 

df frufl, 9 fftffRT, 19 7 0 

T7,TT° lft°355. — STET-TT 1961 ( 1961 TT 43)tft NPT 1 2 2 aft STORT 

(ST) STCT SRtT Tlfelftf ftfa ^ft W fftlftrt (EDI 4ETft ETEft 5EF ITfft UlRdft f TT 5ETET TRft 
ftT, JT7WTT fttf E"fT5TTT fftftsf TU ft fT UEEfft if o 140 

261/17/70- 5|T§Tftft) ElTtN 1 5ETTT, 1 970 ft ftV’Hd f«RT 3TEUTT : — 

wfa^Ri 4 ft ftftET <rfw ft tnt ft 1 tetet " 1 sheet, 1970” % urnr 

ET “1 fftETRT, 1970” qf^TT I 

158 (qqro fto 261 / 17 / 70 -snf^ ft)] 

mfo fft^, 

SETT FpBR - I 
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MINISTRY OF FOOD, AGRICULTURE, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT AND 

COOPERATION 

(Department of Cooperation) 

New Delhi, the 14 th October 1970 

S.O. 3516. — In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 8(1) of the 
National Cooperative Development Corporation Act 1862 (No. 26 of 1062), the 
Central Government, In consultation with the National Cooperative Development 
Corporation, have appointed Shri M. M. K. Wall, an Officer of the Rajasthan 
Cadre and of the Indian Administrative Service, as Secretary of the Corporation 
with effect from the forenoon of the 18th August, 1970. 


[No. F.6-2/67-Plan/Misc.] 
A. DAS, Jt. Secy. 

TffaFff, 14 1970 

TTo Wo 3516- — FF^FT BfOt'lRdf faTRT fdTF wfafaJUT, 1 962 (l962 
FT 2 6) FT STITT 8(1) SPTSRrT VrPtfTflf TT SPTFT TFFTgTr, %^q- TT7TTR TF^Tq- TTfTTfTTT 
fjRTFr fTTF % qrrtFJf tt, «rV tfo f;fo % 0 totT, 55tV- vrrefVq 

JT7TT^^^%ir^^rsr3pRt,*Ft 18 1 9 7 0 % faFR % tffrsf 

Mrr t 1 

[TT°TTo 6-2/67-'TrFT/ftm?To] 

fo irrer, tfdft *rfnr i 


MINISTRY OF FOREIGN TRADE 

New Delhi, the 12 th October 1970 

S.O. 3517. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of clause 
21C of the Cotton Textiles (Control) Order, 1948, the Central Government hereby 
specifies; — 

(I) 6 paise per square metre as the rate for the purposes of paragraph (h) 

of sub-clause (1) of clause 21C aforesaid; and 

(II) 6 paise per square metre for grey dhoti and saree and 4 paise per 

square metre for other varieties as the rates for the purposes of 
paragraph (a) of sub-clause (1) of clause 21C aforesaid; for the quarter 
ending with 31st October, 1970. 

[No. F. 7 / 5 / 7 0-Tex- A. ] 
H. K. BANSAL, Dy. Secy. 


fatsTT EUFTTT *T5TmH 

12 1970. 

•ftoWo 3517 . — grftqw (Pwot) 1958 2 i-*r$ , TT w (i) 

3TTT TTrT WpRPTf FT TPTtF TTTl gT $FfFT FTTR 3 1 5FT<JCT, 1 970 $Tt FBTTT ^ FTPft 

ffFTTft % ; 

( l) FTdFF 2 1-F % (l) # ^fif’PT (sr) % JUfMH % fwr 0 

srfcT FF iftFT ^T TK ; FFT 
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(2) sqffar wz 21-TT % (1) (t) % srWt % fviq TtrV 

tficfr ttt gift 6 ttT irfer ^ft *fteT srk -tfu |§ 4 ttt srfcr 

TT ZX, FTT5TTT fgfrrfe: rpTcft | I 

[ho TTo 7 / 5 / 70 -tw-T] 
%o tm, HT TTf^q 1 


New Delhi, the 14th October 1970 

S. O 15 x 8 . — In2\’rc’sp of the powers conferred by clause (g) cf sab- sect’ on (3 
of section 1 of the Central bilk Board Act, ±y4S, Jo Cential Government hereby nominate 
Dr. G. Rangaswam’ ,De^,i, U uversity of Agricultural Sciences, E.ngatcr to be a rntm'-f of the 
Central S>lk Board a-G -rrV 3 “he foil awing further arr<’iidtrent indie not’fcaticr cf the Ct ' ern- 
ment of India m the Ministry of Foreign Trade No s.O 1522 dated he 23 rd April, ’070, 
namely : — 

In the said notification, after serial number 28, the following shall beinserted namely : — 

“29. Dr. G. Rangaswami,D ’an, University of Sericulture expert nominated 

Agricultural Sciences, Hebbal, Bangalore-24. by tne Central Government u tder 

section 4 ( 3 )(l) of the Act.” 

[No. F. 21/1/70-Tex (F)] 
DAULAT RAM, Under Secy. 

qfftcvfT, 14 SPRUIT 1970 

STT° 3518. — dufpj ^?FT TTi tsrftrpFFT, 1948 TT TTTf 4 Tt TT-TUT ( 3 ) 

% ^ ( 3 =T ) gTTT SfTfT TTf^RT TT TIFT TUd §q fpnpTT qcTTITTT 5 T° sffo TnPPTFTt 
TtTPFWJ, ffa fWFT fdUrferUFF, TUTU TT TtflT ^?FT sftf TT TUfFT TTffr 

| ?r«nr vR?r Trmr % f^fT armr Trarrq- % tt° 5 rr° 1522 fsHTT 23-4-1970 3 r 
«tk stft faster tfsftsFT ^tft | smfa: — 

"3 TUFT Sl'fy^T’TT U TFRTT 2 8 % WFl Jlfqfsj T?T 'TUTfiT, t — 

"29. st<> ssfto ttmrI, ^fyftFnr Tf sett 4(3) (^r) % simiw 

’Tumsu-T, HTTTT ITU RTTifTfr ^TFT tJcTKT 

frfq fern f^rfqgTvnr, t«u?r, f^uRr" 

TfivfTU 2 4. 1 


[i« TTo 2l/l/70-TW (tn?5°)] 

TR, SUIT 1 


(Office of the Chief Controller of Imports & Exports) 

(C.L.A.) 

Cancellation Order 
New Delhi, the 27th June 1970 

S.O. 3519.— M/s. Vimal Jewellers, House No. 1366, Pitaliyon Ka Chowk, Johari 
Bazar, Jaipur were granted import licence No. P/L/ 2603817/C dated 2nd March 
1970. They have applied for duplicate copy (custom purposes copy only) of licence 
on the ground that the original custom purposes copy have been lost. It is fur ther 
stated that the original licence was not registered and not utilized. 
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In support of this contention, the applicant has filed an affidavit. I am satisfied 
that the original Custom Purposes copy of licence No. P/L/2803817/C dated 2nd 
March 1970 has been lost and direct that the duplicate licence (custom copy) should 
he Issued to the applicant. The original custom purposes copy of licence is 
cancelled. 

[No. Gem.ee/OD.G9/SC.IV/C.L.A.] 
D. S. MORKRIMA, 

Dy„ Chief Controller Imports & Exports. 

Eirfe ET' irr^ w fest 
fecit, 2 7 197 0 

r tTflo sfto 3 5 19. — feMt fejvf tTGTWIT 13 0 6 fefeir *PT ^fe ^ffet 4WR 

OTf Hf?r 5rPTPT NfeR UNI Tt/rfe 26038 1 7 /iff few 2-3-70 *ffer fe-TT *FTT I 

fept SPlffe (%W iftfiT-NW fe ifeit fe) % fair fe'AT ffer £ ife 
w ?itjr fen t fe *ft*TT-?[w wi ifeft ’ifr nf ^ i wn w ^mnn 
w | fa ijN Hfefa 1 n fen w & nk n sw ^nfkr jfr fen wr ft 1 

sfe n# ir unfe Jr srpfef? n w ww fen $ 1 # n ^ % 

Hfen no Tto/trsr/26 038 i 7 , few 2-3-70 ^ ijh fer w fe knfr srfn ^ 

nf f, nk fen kn | fe wMt M ife'n (ifkn-wwsrfn) few fet 4?tfet nrfei 

nrcnn 'fit ■hn nkn-Tiw 't- 1 h ifeiEft srfd ~ r \ ^ridt it i 
*■ * ” 

[wr fe 66 /nt it 69 /qn nt 4 /nr nn n] 

it° iiffo m /fern, 

st-tjw few, nwm-fefn 1 


(Office of the Chief Controller of Imports & Exports) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 13 th October 1970 

8.O. 3520. — M/s. Continental Device India Ltd., Faridabad, Haryana, were 
granted import licence No. P/D/2170595 dated 18th July, 1969 from G.C.A. for 
import of spare parts valued at Rs. 23,600. They have requested for the issue of 
duplicate Custom Purpose Copy of the licence on the ground that the original 
Custom Copy of the licence has been lost by them, it has been further reported 
by the licensee that the licence had an unutilised balance of Rs. 13440. The licence 
was registered with New Delhi Custom Office. 

2. In support of their contention the applicant have filed an affidavit. The 
undersigned is satisfied that the original Custom Purpose Copy of the licence No. 
P/D/2170595 dated 18th July, 1969 has been lost and directs that a duplicate 
Custom Purposes copy of the said licence should be issued to them. The original 
Custom Purposes Copy is cancelled. 

The duplicate Custom Copy is being issued separately. 

[No. F.Radio/1/1/69-70 / R.M.II. ]’ 
G. D. BAHL, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports & Exports 
for Chief Controller of Imports & Exports. 
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stt^t 

Rffcvfr,' 1970 

VToWr°3520. — lrf«fr ^ilrcH^rd^ fWtW fao, TfrTRTT "fit IJHI 

tita ^ ti^[ grff %«nrRr^irnT 23,600/-^° w^nw^^EW'ft-o sVo 2170595 

farto 1 8-7-69 ^tirr forr w *u 1 *pY ^ srftr 

«rr?t’ ‘hi'i % Ril> fVi*) 1 ^ Hru( 5 itott ftn ^ % sm 

^ ^5T tftaT ^ trfa gt *\i 1 1 rtw srrft ski 5tf? sctfe *m | far ?r st<t 

<1 ftr 1 3, 4 4 o/- qr tmTbt fti^i wr qr 1 ht^rr fevRt % iftn njyf, ^ 

qafoa f+Ri rrt rt 1 

<n% %■ «-h4t Ji ?r t*qr wq«r «nn f%n ^ i ErRl^tdisrfr $r% «d,w. 

$ f% 371 $% rrrt tfr° ^-o 2170595 ferirr 1 8— 7 — 6 9 ^n?r tHtht ttpt 

srfr taY *rf | rYt fq^?r qrm | f% tpjw rtsrr- tY (fYmr qrf TRRfY 

srfr wrft ^rnfr Tif^q; 1 ijr Tfr^rr w r*rrJY srfa q?t srrfY 1 1 

spsfrfr (fTRi ^ srfR srenr % srtft qYr =rr t^Y 1 1 

[RWlYfYniY l/l/ 69— 7 0/ i ITRo Vp 0 2.] 
ufTo ^[o 4 tJ/H , 

rr-ijw Mw snw-frqfe- 

£cr famw>, rtrtr fjntr i 


(Office of the Chief Controller of Imports and Exports) 

ORDER 

Neio Delhi, the 15 th October 1970 

S.O. 3521. — M/s. The Tata Hydro Electric Power Supply Co. Ltd. The Andhr 
Valley Power Supply Co. Ltd., The Tata Power Co Ltd., Bombay were granted ai 
import licence No. P/HP/2077211/CXX/25/C/U/25/CG.IV dated 11th July 1907 
They have applied for the Issue of a duplicate Customs Purposes copy of the saic 
licence on the grounds that the original Customs purposes copy has been misplaced 
It is further stated that the original Customs Purposes copy was registered witl 
the Customs authorities at Bombay and was utilised for Rs, 03,000 and the balnnct 
available on it was Rs. 10,088. 

2. In support of this contention, the applicant has filed an affidavit duly swon 
in before Notary Public, Maharashtra State, Bombay. I am accordingly satlsflet 
that the original Customs Purposes copy of the said licence has been lost. There 
fore, In exercise of the powers conferred under Sub-clause 9(cc) of the Import 
(Control) Order, 1955 dated 7th December 1955 as amended, the said origina 
■Customs Purposes copy of licence No. P/HP/2077211 dated llth July 1907 Issue* 
to M/s. Tata Hydro Electric Power Supply Co. Ltd., Bombay is hereby cancelled 

3. A duplicate Customs Purposes copy of the said licence is being lssuec 
separately. 


[No. HEP/T-14/ 07-08/CG.IV." 
H. D. GUPTA, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports & Exports 
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Pwit, otto ffttfowtr wrftOTi) 

Wlftr 

*r$fteft 15 1970 

0 ft 0 352 1— *d4ft ft <tiei $1 i'Jj'l TTTO o ft o , ft TTFCT 4ft TTTTI 

TOtT^ft fto ftOTWfo fto, T<=ft ft TTPTO TOftr To 'ft 0 eft/ 2077211/ 

ft /ttw i*w/25/ft/TO/25/ft° fto-4, ftm 11 - 7-1967 ftftcr fftrr tot tt i 
tto ttsto ft ftrRje’F to tothtt ftr ft sRjftft % fttj tor to sntro 

fftTT $ ft ftTMh't' 'FFT-TFTOft 51 fd TOTeT t*Tl*T TT TO ft & I Sift 3w(f fTOT 

nrr | ftr jj?f ftroTOF TOftTOTft ftr ftroqTO srrfftrft, It 'fftstr tot! nf 

ftOTTTWTTO>T 63,60 6— Tift TOT ft TOT TT ?fft TO TT TITO ift TOUT 1 0, 0 8 8/- TT I 

2 . to eft ft jfft 3r rnt^ it ftrft 'rfftr', tto, %tost fafftcj 

TO 3r TO tRi TO TO TOT fftTT I I d-t^UK # ftp? i ft TTO oITW ft TOT ftTOIJTOT 

tot Trroft srft ft ft | i to: tot toMto, toto (fTO^r) srfttir, 1955 froft 

7-12-1955 ft TTOTRT 9 (^fV Tft) % TOPfeT, ftft TOT flftt $#fftF TTTO TTOft 
TO fto, spft ft TOft fftr irtTOTOTTO 0 ft/TO ft/ 2077211, fftrft 11-7-1967 
’ft TO Tfftr-^5«P TO# ?TTO?ft Sift ft TOftTTT fftTT ’TOT | I 

3. TOcT TOtTO ft TfftTOJwF TOf TOFtff Sift ft TOjftft TOFT TT TOft ft 5TT ftf 

I • 

[Tl^TT ^ i ft/ft- 14/ 6 7- 6 8/ft O fto-4] r 
Tft° fto FT’dT, 

TO-^TO fdftlV, TORT fftfa I 

'Q * 


DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 

New Delhi, the 22nd August 1970 

, O. 3522. — In exercise of the powers conferred on it by Sub-Section 1 of Section 
52 of the Delhi Development Act (No. 61 of 1957), the Delhi Development Authority 
hereby empowers the CHairman, Delhi Development Authority to constitute the 
Housing Committee under Section 5 A ibid and to determine the organisational 
set-up and take all other action necessary for implementing the Housing and allied 
Schemes. 

[No. F.1(20)70-HD/DHC.J 


fftft faror snftTOTJT 

ft ftftt 22 TOTO, 1970 

tjHofto 3522 . — feftTiftqft nyft 1957 ft ft^rr 61 ) 52%toTOto-i 

STTT H’ffT ftSTOft ’FT TTOFT TO?T §T» fftft faTOT ftfsfTOft TOTTT ftftd TOft TO 
TftT TT^fSIcT TlftTTdT fTOffft TOft TO TO ftTOft ft TOffTO TOft % ftft 

5— T[ TO5T Ilftro ft ftTOTT 5TO TOUT | I 

[b*o TO 0 1 ( 20 ) 7 0 — TO 0 fto/ft ^ ft^ 
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S.O, 3523. — In exercise of the powers conferred on it by Sub-Section 1 of Section 
"52 of the Delhi Development Act (No. 61 of 1957), the Delhi Development Authority 
hereby directs that all tthe powers exercisable by it under the said Act except the 
powers to make Regulations shall also be exercised by the Housing Committee of 
the Authority constituted under Section 5 A ibid. 


[No. F. 2(20)/70-HD/DHC.] 
M. L. MONGIA, Secy. 

THo Wto 3523. — 3TOTW ^ ( 1957 PIT 6l) % 52 % 

I ittf topt trfepTf to swPr tott fcrofr tow Tifsrroro itronT- 5 t 

Tfe % MnTTct ?TFTT¥ RftrfT ^ TOpt ^ TTO % STxfrfir UTOPT 

f%T Tl% Tnft srfRTOTt TT TORT TOTOT | I 

[Ro T'^ 0 2(20)/70-T^T<> 

TOT T1H RTfWT, I 


TO?** fanTPT 

TO fsroft, 19 TOT^TO, 1970 

•pro WT° 3524 — TTOT % TfoPTT feTOT 19 fiTTOTO, 1970 ^ TIT II 
IJS 3 TET? (ii) % TTO 4060 (TOfTOfTOTRT) % TO® 5TT° 

3009 if TTriVr TFT TOTTO^ fTTTT 3 ftfTOTO, 1970 if 3iTO T ^Tff 

Tfw ii "sror 8” ^ tort q-?- "sn^T 5 " tot ''RTOgror'’ ^ tort to “cpiTtiFT” t’tt 
■T f% t ^ ‘'sm” % tort to "ttot” tot ^RT 1 

[#0 288/1 1/6 7-T° TO° TTo-XI] 

TO° TTo 3525 — TFT % TOTTO fTOTT 19 faTTF, 1970 % TOT II 
tsT^- 3 3qvj? (ii) VZ 4059 TO TiTTOT TOf^T^TOTOT (TOfiRF fTTRT) % TO° OT° 
30 0 8 if TTlftTOT TFT TOTTO WftrgTTT fcTRP 3 faTTOR, 197 0 it 3TTO 
% cftTOTt 'TfTO it "TORRT” % TOR TO "TOrW TtT ^TT ft pTt Rfor if 'TORT 
% TORT TO ‘TOR’ 9fT TOT I 

[?T« 288/l l/67-T° sri- 3 TTo-II] 

TOo WTo 3526--TFT % TTTOTT fTOt'P 19 fTTTOT, 1970 % TFT II 
t5TT 3 (ii) % 40 6 4 TO 'll T^RTO % TOO TT° 3015 ^ STTOfTcT 

ttct totottV wtIet^totot frotr 2 8 tfrt, 1970 1 3tto ii Tffrrft Tfro if ‘tottttot’ 
% TORI to 'torTTTTY :qTr 3TTO ir TfTO if 'Too Rio 24 /^ 0 / 68 — TOT TOTT 1 
;% to'TTOo TfTo 1 l/f/68 TOTTOTT' 'T^T TOT% t 

[iTo 255/43/70-^0^0 tfto ( 2 )] 

aft o Tffo W*TT TfTT I 
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MINISTRY OF STEEL & HEAVY ENGINEERING, 
(Iron & Steel Control) 

ORDER 


New Delhi, the 18 th October 1970 


S. O. 3527. — In exercise of the po wers conferred on me by Notification 

No. S.O. 1436, dated 18-4-67, under the Essential Commodities (Regulation of Production & 
THstribution for purposes of export) Order, 1966, I hereby direct that the firm, specified in Column 
I of the Table below shall sell the goods as specified in Column 2 there-against to the firm speci- 
fied in the corresponding entry in Column 3 of the said table for purposes of manufacture of 
Engineering goods for export at the price indicated there-against in column 4 subject tothe 
conditions enumerated in Column 5 of the said table during the period Oct-December, 1970. 


Name of the firm. 

Specification of Name of the Exporter 
goods. 


Price condition 

I 

2 3 

4 

5 


M/s. Hindustan Ko- 
fi Oku Wire Ltd., 
F-40, New Delhi 
South Extension, 
Part i. New Delhi-3. 


High Carbon 
Wires 350.00 
M/T. (Three 
hundred & 
fifty tons) only. 


M/s. Jaipur Metals & At current Supplies should 
Electricals Ltd., Market rate, be made on 

Near Railway Station, Export Priority 

Jaipur-6, Rajasthan. basis (i.e. a 

priority next only 
to Defence). 


[No. ESS. COMM/RPDE/ 74 -J 
[No.PEP/i/J-l/70.] 

By Order etc. 

S. S. SIDHU, 

Director of Export Production* 
and Iron & Steel Controller. 


R*TT fWRT 

^d'KdT, 16STW5TC:, 1970 

Sffo 3527. — 5JMIHI+ (frqfcT % SJzffaRlr % fHTT 3WPJT RVu 

fafR'JI TT fq I hN-HH ) 1966%>RUfo l *rfk^TTrK° trjjesffo 1436, fTTfT 18 - 4-67 
% ITU RIH Hfcuff =PT RTtfi 1 TUt %% $ tr^ apH fuftpET % HTDT I $ Tlf 

HFR 2 ^ dcdThirr 3 Jf dlHlf+d % TMPTT 
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(W ftraftr ram 4 R fa* ijrar qr wrnr 5 ir fttT gq; infif ft w^rc-farmn: 1 970 
% urfa E fwr eet ffr trku ^tt g 1 


mra rar tie rat fturfa'Ti tt tte frar ratf 

froror 

ftRTTE 


1 


2 3 4 


5 


f^R^rur, frfrat^T rarp: eteft 

ratratra ratrar fra fE- etee ikeE ci^ jjet rat 

St, l^B- 40 , E^ 350 . 003 E ^ftFcfT fralEST, FTE % 

EP3E ( tftE ift ^EE 12 9TE ^ ^|Ud Id % 

mS-i, raffeft 1 trraTETT) raEfkraraf^o, EEEgt 1 

I EETER I , 


ETE ET EEER ETE- 

>o 

fEEET $T WTEK 
ET (EEff q?ft 
ETEfEEcTT ET 
EftTOTT % ETE $> 
<JEd H % ETE (ft) 
^ft |Wt I 


[Eo f fE t[E ifto EMttt i^E /ETC Et ®t 1/74.] 
(Ec <f[ i tft/l/^/l/70) 
ETET E TlTTfE, 


tiEo ^E° fTO, 

ftprflT TPTR’T fE^EPF, 

Ek 

Etl EET UFTTd ft E E *F 


MINISTRY OF LABOUR, EMPLOYMENT AND REHABILITATION 
(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 17th October 1970 

S.O. 3528. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
(14 of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of 
the Presiding Officer, Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Bombay, in the 
matter of an application under Section 33A of the said Act, from Shri Chenchiah, 
Ambulance Driver in the Kolar Gold Mining Undertakings, which was received 
by the Central Government on the 13th October, 1970. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, BOMBAY 

Complaint No. CGIT-32 of 1968 
m Ref. No, CGIT-6 of 1905 


Parties : Complainant. 

Chenchiah, Ambulance Driver, 

Versus 

Government of India, The Kolar Gold Mining Undertakings, Oorgaum P. O. 
K.G.F. 


Present : 

Shri A, T. Zambre, Presiding Officer. 


Opp. Party, 
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Appearances , 

For the complainant — Shri M. C. Samuel, Advocate. 

For the Opp. Party — Shn T. Kangasw ann Ijeng^r, Legal Adviser. 

State: Mysore, Industry: Gold Mining. 

Bornbay, the 19th September, 1970 
AWARD 

The complainant Shri Chenehiah has filed this complaint against the Govern- 
ment of India, the proprietors of the Kolar Gold Mines Undertakings under section 
33A of the Industrial Disputes Act. 

2. The complainant was working as an ambulance driver in the Central Estate 
Department, South Section of the Kolar Gold Mining Undertaking and was 
dismissed from service on 15th July, 1968 during the pendency of industrial 
dispute Ref. No. CGIT -6 of 1965. The complainant has alleged that his dismissal 
by the management was mala fide. No show cause notice was issued to him 
to attend the enquiry. No charge was framed against him and the enquiry was 
held behind his back and he was not given any opportunity to meet the case. 
He was not also offered one month’s salary as contemplated by section 33 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act and as the management has contravened the provisions 
of section 33 of the Act the dispute should be adjudicated and he should be 
reinstated. 

3. The opponent the Kolar Gold Mining Undertakings, have by their written 
statement denied the allegations and have contended that the complainant was 
charged for the misconduct of absenting himself without leave for more than 
ten consecutive days, But the communication sent to the complainant through 
the office attender was refused by him, Subsequently when the letters were 
sent to him by registered post the complainant evaded to receive the seme which 
amounted to refusal and hence good service. As he evaded to take delivery of 
the various notices sent to him he cannot now take the plea of being ignorant of 
the communications. The enquiry against the opponent was conducted according 
to procedure and the principles of natural justice He was given an opportunity 
to defend himself but he did not avail of the same. The complainant was also 
offered one month’s salary as provided for in section 33(21 (b) of the Industrial 
Disputes Act and as the dismissal order was passed during the pendency of 
Ref. No. CGIT -6 of 1965 an application for apnroval of the action taken against 
the opponent was simultaneously made and was pending before this Tribunal 
as appliation No. CGIT-28/68. There was thus no question of contravention of 
the provisions of section 33(2) (bl of the Industrial Disputes Act and the com- 
plaint Is not maintainable and the complainant is not entitled to any relief. 

4. This complaint was heard along with the employers’ application tor approval 
CGIT-28/68. The parties have not led any oral evidence and the documents 
produced in the application are to be treated as evidence in this complaint. It 
is clear from the enquiry papers that the complainant was dismissed from service 
by order dated 15th July, 1S68 when the industrial dispute Ref. No. CGIT -6 of 
1965 was pending. It is clear from the dismissal order itself that the complainant 
was offered one month’s wajjes as required by section 33(2) (b) of the Industrial 
Disputes Act. The application for the approval of the action has been also 
made simultaneously on the same day and it is clear that the management has 
complied with the provisions of section 33(2) (b) of the Industrial Disputes Act. 
The management has also produced the notices sent to the complninant by regis- 
tered post and it was returned to them as the address did not accept the 
same. Rule 18 of the Industrial Disputes (Central) Rules provides the manner 
of service of summons or notice. This rule says: — 

“Subject to the provisions contained in rule 20, anv notice, summons, 
process or order issued bv a Board, Court, Labour Court. Tribunal, 
National Tribunal or an ArbTrator, empowered to issue such notice, 
summons, process or order, may be served either personally or by 
registered post.” 

The management has sent the notices to the opponent by registered post and 
has followed the proper procedure. The endorsements on the envelopes show 
that the complainant had evaded deliver v fmd refused to take the notice and the 
service would be deemed to be ’-■roper end it shall have to be presumed that 
he knew the contents of the notices and the enquiry was neither illegal nor 
was there any violation of the principles of natural justice. As the management 
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has compiled with the provisions of section 32 (2)(b) the management’s application 
for approval ol the complainant’s dismissal has to be granted and the complaint 
shall have to be dismissed. Hence my award, The complaint is dismissed and 
it is adjudicated that the complainant is not entitled to any relief, 

No order as to costs. 


Let this award be submitted to the Government of India under Section 33A 
of the Industrial Disputes Act. 


(Sd.) A. T. Zambre, 

Presiding Officer, 


[No. 10/56/70-L.R, IV.] 


S.O. 3529. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
(14 of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of 
the Presiding Officer, Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Bombay, in the 
matter of an application under section 33A of the said Act, from Shri Y. Amuz 
s/o Aruldoss, T. No, E527, Furnacemen, Oorgaum, Kolar Gold Field, which Was 
received by the Central Government on the 13th October, 1970. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, BOMBAY 


Complaint No. CGIT-48 Of 1958 


in Rf.f. No. CGIT-6 or 1965 

Parties : 

Y. Amuz s/o Aruldoss, T. No. 7527, Furnacemen, Oorgaum, K.G.F. 

Complainant. 

Versus 

1. The Union of India represented by the Superintendent, Govt, of India, 

Kolar Gold Mining Undertakings. 

2. The Chairman & Managing Director, K.G.M.U,— Opp, Party. 

Present : 

Shri A, T. Zambre, Presiding Officer. 

Appearances . 

For the complainant — Shri M. C. Samuel, Advocate. 

For the Opp. Party — Shri T. Rangaswamy Iyengar, Legal Adviser. 

State: Mysore. Indubtry: Gold Mining. 

Bombay, the 15th September, 1970 
AWARD 

Shri Y. Amuz son of Aruldoss a workman working in the K.G.M.U. has filed 
this complaint against the management for his illegal dismissal and for contraven- 
tion of the provisions of section 33 of the Industrial Disputes Act, He has alleged 
that the management had not held any proper enquiry and had grossly violated 
the principles of natural justice. There was no charge-sheet and no proper 
notice. The enquiry officer was biased and the punishment by the disciplinary 
authority was arbitrary and not based upon any sound reasoning and the 
management has contravened the provisions of section 33 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 

2 . The Government of India, Kolar Gold Mining Undertakings by their written 
statement have challenged the allegations and have contended that the complai- 
nant was dismissed from service after due enquiry on 5th August, 1963 with 
effect from 24th July, 1963 and there was no contravention of the provisions of 
section 33 of the Industrial Disputes Act in the case. It has been further 
contended that the complainant filed a suit in the Court of the Civil Munsiff 
K.G.F. seeking a declaration that the order of dismissal was void and inoperative 
and the Court had decreed the suit in his favour. The management had first 
filed an appeal in the Court of the Civil Judge Kolar but it was dismissed and 
they were considering the question of filing a second appeal against the decision, 
hut as there was no violation of the provisions of section 33 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act the present complaint is not maintainable and the complainant is 
not entitled to any relief. 



Sec. 3(ii)] THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: OCTOBER 31, 1970/K\RTIKA 9, 1392 4929 


3, When the complaint came up for hearing the complainant, gave a purchis 
that the management had reinstated him to his previous job and he did not want 
to press the complaint. However, it is clear trom the date of dismissal order 
and the date of the order of the pending reference in respect of the bonus 
dispute that at the time when the complainant was dismissed from service no 
proceedings were pending before any authority constituted under the Industrial 
Disputes Act and there was no question of observing the provisions of section 
33 of the Industrial Disputes Act. Clearly there was no question of compliance 
with the provisions and the management has rightly contended that the com- 
plainant is not maintainable. However as the complainant has been reinstated 
and as he does not press the complaint it is dismissed for want of prosecution, 
Hence my award accordingly. No order as to costs. 

Let this award be submitted to the Government of India under section 33A 
of the Industrial Disputes Act. 

ISd.) A. T, Zambre, 

Presiding Officer. 

[No. 10/57/70/L.R. IV.] 

S.O. 3530. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
(14 of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of 
the Presiding Officer, Central Government industrial Tribunal. Bombay, in the 
matter of an application under Section 33A of the said Act, from Nundydroog 
Mine Labour Association, Station Road, Oorgaum Post Office, Kolar Gold Field 
on behalf of their workman which was received by the Central Government on 
the 13th October, 1970, 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, BOMBAY 

Compiaint No. CGIT-40 on 1908 
IN ARISING OUT of Ref. No. CGIT -6 OF 1965 


Parties : 

The President, The Nundydroog Mine Labour Association, Station Road, 
Oorgaum K.G.F. 2 — Complainant. 

V ersus 

The Govt, of India, The Kolar Gold Mining Undertakings, Oorgaum P. O. 
K.G.F.— Opp. Party. 

Present : 

Shri A. T. Zambre, Presiding Officer. 

Appearances : 

For the complainant — No appearance. 

For the Opp. Party — Shri T. Rangaswamy Iyengar, Legal Adviser. 

State; Mysore. Industry: Gold Mining. 

Bombay, dated 14 th September, 1970 
AWARD 

The Nundydroog Mine Labour Association, a registered trade union has on 
behalf of its member workman filed this complaint against the Kolar _ Gold 
Mining Undertakings for the illegal termination of service and contravention of 
the provisions of section 33 of the Industrial Disputes Act. 

2. The union has alleged lhat the Workman Shri Narayanaswanw was an 
employee of the mine and was working as a foreman He was engaged for 
work in the mine on 15th May, 1934 at the age of 20 and he completed the age 
of 55 on 15th September, 1969 under the scheme of gratuity as per the award 
of the Industrial Tribunal applicable to the workman. But before that date the 
Government of India had illegally terminated his services from 1st July, 1968 
and had committed a breach of the provisions of seel ion 33 and the eomplaint 
should be adjudicated and he should be restored to his position as underground 
foreman immediately with back wages and an award be passed. 

3, The opposite party the Government of India. Kolar Gold Mining Under- 
takings, have by their written statement denied the allegation^. They have 
admitted that the workman Shri Narayanaswamy was engaged on 15th May, 
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1934 but have alleged that according to his service card his date of birth was 
1912 and he was retired on 1st July, 1967 on superannuation on reaching his 
age of 55 It has been contended that he was granted two extensions of six 
months each and was due to retire on 1st July, 1968 and was accordingly retired 
on that date They have furthei alleged that the management had given an 
opportunity to all the workers to make representations about the coirectness of 
their birth dates but the applicant had not taken the opportunity or corrected 
the date of birth, and he was superannuated from service with effect from 1st 
July, 1968 having had the benefit of two extensions The complaint has been 
further resisted on the contention that the services of Shn Narayanaswamy 
were not terminated on account of any misconduct or on account of any dis- 
ciplinary action and there was no question of contravention of the provisions of 
section 33 and he js not entitled to get amy relief 

4 Notices of the hearing of the complaint were sent to the parties by registered 
post acknowledgement due Accordingly the association was served with the 
notice of the hearing on 7th September, 1970 at Bangalore but it has remained 
absent and hence the proceedings are heard ex parte. 

5 It is clear from the union’s complaint itself that the workman Shr* 
Narayanaswamy was not either discharged or dismissed from service by way of 
punishment. He was retired fiom service because of the completion of the age 
of 55 years and there is nothing to show that the management has contravened 
the provisions of section 33 of the Industrial Disputes Act It also appears from 
the written statement of the Government of India, Kolar Gold Mining Under- 
takings that they had given an opportumty to their employees to make represen- 
tations for the correction of their dates of birth and the representations were 
to be made between 2nd Decembei 1963 and 31st March, 1964 They have stated 
that all the unions functioning in the field were Informed and wide publicity was 
given to this matter by affixing the notice on the notice boards At the request 
of the unions time was furthei extended by one month upto 30th April, 1964 
Neither the workmen nor the union had made any representation and as per 
the record the workman completed 55 years of age on 1st July, 1967 Fie was 
given two extensions and I do not find that the management has done any 
injustice 

6 It is true that at the time when the workman was made to retire an 
industrial dispute regarding bonu, CGIT Ref No 0 ot 1905 was pending before 
this Tribunal However, it is clear that the workman has neither been discharged 
nor dismissed by way of punishment There is no question of any contravention 
of Section 33 of the act and the workman is therefore not entitled to any rebel 
Hence my award accordingly No order as to costs 

Let the award be submitted to Government under section 33A of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act. 

(Sd ) A T. Zambhe, 
Presiding Officer, 

Central Govt Industrial Tribunal, Bombay. 


[No, 10/58/70-LR IV ] 

pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
V 34 ^’ the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of 
w Gov Z nmmt 1 Industrial Tribunal, (No 2) Dhanbad, in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the management of Messrs Mitra 
and Das Company Monopoly Contractois, Ghatkuri Iron Ore Mines of Messrs 
Rungta Mines (Private) Limited and their workmen which was received hv 
the Central Government on the 13th October, 1970 V 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO 2) 

DHANBAD 

Present 

Shn Nandaglri Venkata Rao Presiding Officer 


Reference No 5 of 1970 

In the matter of an Industrial dispute under Section 10(11 (d) () f the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 

Parties ■ 


Employers in relation io the management of Messrs Mitra and Das Company 
Monopoly Contractors Ghatkuri Iron Ore Mines of Messis Rungta 
Mines (Private) Limited 


Their workmen. 


AND 
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Appearances : 

On. behalf of the employers — Sbri S. S. Mukherjee, Advocate. 
On behalf of the workpnen — None. 


State: Bihar. 


Industry: Iron Ore. 


Dhanbad, 3rd October, 1970 
AWARD 


, , T1 f Central Government being of opinion that an industrial dispute exists 
between the employers in relation to the management of Messrs a 

Company Monopoly Contractors. Ghatkuri ffiof Ore Mmeeof M™ Rn,£?“ 
Mines (Private) Limited and their workmen, by its order No a/ft/7n Turn 
9th April, 1970 referred to this Tribunal under Section 10(1)%) 

Disputes Act 1047 for adjudication the dispute in respect of t2 matters speciflS 
in the schedule annexed thereto. The schedule is extracted below: specifled 

Schedule 

“Whether the action of Messrs Mitra and Das Company Monopoly Contrac- 
?, 1 ' s * n termmating the service of Shri Fit Baha&r Mhfer 
Ghatkuri Iron Mines of Messrs Rungta Mines (Private) Limited was 

<*& ygis aas ftiir * »< »»«■* «* *■»*■»«. 

3. Inspite of service of notice and inspite of adjourning the hem-in nv nf 
case on 22nd June. 1970, 20th July, 1970, 10th Augist 1970 and 3rd September 
1970 no one appeared on behalf of the workmen. Consequently the caw 
proceeded m accordance with Rule 22 of the Industrial Disputes (Central) KuW 
19 j 7. In the statement of demands filed by the employers it was niendia 
the affected wirkmun, Pit Bahadur was appointed on 29th May 1909 as a 
probalioner/casual miner, that up to 29th November, 1969 he worked on such 
whrn work was available and that as there was no necessity of continu- 
wri™ „ i Va S0 b f c , a ^ se ' there was 110 vacancy in the job of a miner the affected 

1, the Administrative Officer oTtt^emI^y^ d hM 1 1llso W «i l cpSed I toS , tlm affect^ 
SOft^N^embor, 1 for ^PeHoi^of^lw's'^bui^s^ix^ionths^an^thaf^e was 

r t^°Form B’regSeflor ‘t^yeT ifL^D fiTS 



5-fT* f , dc ”” a »<■ Imposed „ by S'S'X'XttfXta S 

sasis» » -* ™ nth ' <*»** arss¥s asrs 

“one who is provisionally employed to fill a vacancy in a permanent Dost 
and has not completed six months service in that post. If a perma- 
nent workman is employed as a probationer in a new post he mnv 
at any time -during the probationer period not exceeding six montln 
be reverted to his old permanent post.” e ns ’ 

Fiom the material discussed by me above it emerges that the affected 
orS??!r an w as appointed a casual workman and he worked intermittcntlv frnm 
29th May, 1969 to 29th November, 1969, a period of less than -fix mS/T 

Hm h ’frn e empl t oyers wer0 -^.stifled in not giving him further wurk or removing 
ffi any zclief “ “ probatloner work man. Consequently, he is not entitle# 

r ^'I-therefore, find that the altion of Messrs Mitra and Das Company MonoDolv 
Contractors in terminating the service of Shri Pit Bahadur, miner at Ghatkuri 
Iron Ore Mines of Messrs Rungta Mines (Private) T imi+od „,nc '-jnatKuri 
justified and consequently, the workman is not entitled to any relief t 6? award 

Act l947 C r mg y and Submitted under Section 15 of the 7 Industrial Dis^ 


(Sd.) N. Venkata Rao, 
Presiding Officer, 

Central Govt. Industrial Tribunal, 
(No. 2 Dhanbad). 

[No. 8/0/70-LR-IV.l 
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New Delhi, the 19tli October 1970 


S.O. 3532. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
(14 of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of 
Shri K. Sharan, Regional Labour Commissioner (Central), Asansol, Arbitrator, In 
the industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the Samla Govlndpur 
Colliery of Messrs Samla Govindpur Collieries Private Limited, Post Office 
Pandaveshwar, District Burdwan and their workmen, which was received by the 
Central Government on the 12th October, 1970. 

BEFORE SHRI K. SHARAN, REGIONAL LABOUR COMMISSIONER (C) AND 

ARBITRATOR, ASANSOL. 

Present : 

Shri K. Sharan, Regional Labour Commissioner (Central), Asansol. 

Parties: 

Employers in relation to Samla Govlndpur Colliery of M/s. Samla Govind- 
pur Collieries (P) Ltd., P.O. Pandaveshwar, Distt. Burdwan. 


V ersus 


Their workmen 


appearances 

Fur employer — Shri K, P. Mukherjee, Counsel. 

For workmen — Shri Kalyan Roy, M.P., Vice-President, 
Sabha (AITUC), Asansol. 


Colliery Mazdoor 


Industry: Coal Mine. State: West Bengal 

No. E. 1/1(0) /69. 

Asansol, the 30 th September, 1970 


AWARD 

The Central Government having received on the 16th December, 1989, the 
arbitration agreement dated 9th December, 1969, between the management of 
Samla Govindpur Colliery of M/s. Samla Govlndpur Collieries (P) Ltd., P.O. 
Pandaveshwar, Distt., Burdwan (hereinafter referred to as the management) and 
their workmen represented by the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha (AITUC), G.T. Road, 
Asansol (hereinafter referred to as the union) in pursuance of sub-section (1) 
of Section 10A cif the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, (14 of 1947) referring the 
industrial dispute between them, the specific matters in dispute being as detailed 
below to my arbitration, and the Central Government being of the opinion that 
the Industrial dispute referred to above existed between the management and 
the union, ordered publication of the safd arbitration agreement In the Gazette 
of India, Part-II, Section 3, sub-section (ii) under its order No. 8/113/69-LR. II 
dated the 7th January, 1070. 

Specific matters in dispute: 

“Whether the action of the management of Samla Govlndpur Colliery of 
M/s Samla Govindpur Collieries (P) Ltd., P.O. Pandaveshwar, Distt.. 
Burdwan (West Bengal) in paying retrenchment compensation to the 
entitled workmen of the Colliery in accordance with the provisions 
of sub-section (1) of section 25FFF of the I.D. Act, 1947 consequent 
upon the closure of Samla Govindpur Colliery with affect from 18th 
October, 1969, was justified? If not, to what relief are the workmen 
concerned entitled?” 


2 The General Secretary of the Colliery Mazdoor Sabha (AITUC) , Asansol 
was requested under my letter No. E.l/l(0)/69 dated 27th December 1969, to 
submit written statement on behalf of the workmen endorsing a copy thereof to 
the management and simultaneously the Managing Director M/s. Samla Govlnd 
pur Collieries (P) Ltd., was requested to submit written statement on behalf of 
the management and also rejoinder, if any, on the written statement ol the work 
men under my letter No. E.' 1/1(9) /B9 dated 27th December, 1969. The ™nage- 
ment submitted written statement unde” its ^ Managing [Dractot s letter To Nil 
dated 21st January, 1970, endorsing a copy thereof to the union- 
mitted its written statement under its Organising Secretary s letter NR da e 
Tanuarv 1970 endorsing a copy thereof to the management. The manage 
ment,' however, submitted rejoinder to the written statement of ^ u ^on erre ^ 
to above und^r its Managing Director's letter No. Nil dated 5th March, 9 , 
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endorsing a copy thereof to the union. Thereafter the matter came up for hear- 
ing on 14th April, 1970. On 14th April, 1970, Shri M. H. Jagani, Managing 
Director was present on behalf of the management and Shri Sunil Son, Organising 
Secretary ol the union was present on behalf of the workmen. On that ante the 
representative of the workmen requested for adjournment on the ground that 
Shri Kalyan Roy, Vice-President of the union who was conversant with the case 
was not available. In the circumstances, with the consent ol the management 
furthe ’ hearing was adjourned to be 1 , -Id m ny office on 119th April, 1970. Both 

the parties also filed a statement dated 14tii April, 1970, agreeing therein that I 

might give my arbitration award in the instant industrial dispute latest by 31st 

May, 1970. On 29th April, 1970, Shri M. H. Jagani, Managing Dii'emor was pre- 

sent on behalf of the management and Shri B. N. Tewari, General Secretary was 
present on behalf of the workmen. The representative oi the union requested for 
adjournment on the ground that Shri Sunil Sen, Organising Secretary of the 
union who was conversant with the case was out of station. The lepresentative 
of the management was, however, reluctant for the adjournment but subsequently 
agreed for the adjournment and accordingly with the consent of the lepresenta- 
tive of the management the hearing was adjourned to be held in rny office on 
14th May, 1970. The parties also filed a written agreement dated 29th April, 1970, 
agreeing therein that I might give my arbitration award in the inbtant industrial 
dispute latest b> 31st July, 1970. On 14th May, 1970, none was present on behali 
of the management. However, Shri 1. P. Singh, Labour Officer filed a petition 
dated 14th May, 1970, of the Managing Director for adjournment of the hearing 
to a date in the month of July, 1970, on the ground that he was sick and had been 
advised by the Doctor not to get up from bed. Shri Sunil Sen, Organising Secre- 
tary of the union who was present had no objection for the adjournment and 
accordingly the hearing was adjourned to be held in my office on 3”d July, 1970. 
On 3rd July, 1970, none was present on behalf of the management Shri Sunil 
Sen, Organising Secretary of the union was present on behalf of the workmen. 
The Director of the management filed a petition dated 3rd July, 1970, still adjourn- 
ment of the hearing on the ground that he was still confined to bed on account 
of his sickness and also submitted a medical certificate in support of his Illness. 
The union representative had no objection to the request for adjournment and 
accordingly with his consent the hearing was adjourned to be held in my office 
on 22nd July, 1970. On 22nd July, 1970, Shri K. K. Pujarl authorised representa- 
tive of the management was present on behalf of the management and Shri Sunil 
Sen, Organising Secretary of the union was present on behalf of the workmen. 
The representative of the management filed a petition dated 22nd July, 1970, of 
the Managing Director requesting therein for adjournment of the hearing on the 
ground that he continued to be II 1 . The union representative had no objection 
and as a special case the hearing was finally adjourned to be held in my office 
on 19th September, 1970. Both the parties filed an agreement on 22nd Julv, 1970, 
agreeing therein that I might give my arbitration award in the instant industrial 
dispute latest by 31st October, 1970. On 19th September, 1970, Shri K. P. Mukher- 
jee, Counsel was present on behalf of the management and Shri Kalyan Roy, 
Vice-President, Colliery Mazdoor Sabha was present on behalf of the workmen. 
On that date nine documents were produced on behalf of the management which 
with the consent of the representative of the workmen were marked Ext. M.l. to 
M.9. The representative of the union did not produce any documentary evidence. 
On behalf of the management only one witness viz, Shri M. H. Jagani, Director 
,MW. 11 was produced. He was examined and cross-examined an On behalf of 
"he workmen only one witness viz., Shri K. Mukherjee, Overman (WM. 1) was 
iroduced., He was examined and cross-examined. Thereafter I heard the argu- 
ments of both the parties 

3 The case of the management, in brief, as made out in their written statement 
s that the Samla Govindpur Colliery was completely closed down with e fleet from 
18th October, 1969 “on account of the complete exhaustion of coal for normal work- 
ngs of the Colliery and there being no further prospect to extract coal on any 
’conomic basis as well as for the reasons given by the appropriate authorities in- 
Tudlng the Mines Department”. In their letter dated 26th June, 1969 addressed to 
he Director General of Mines Safety, the management had applied for developing 
i few gallarles in respect of the said colliery in order to avoid immediate complete 
■Insure but the Chief Inspector of Mines exnressed his inability to grant any per- 
mission to extract pillars for the purposes of further mining operations in the said 
'olliery under his letter dated the 10th September, 1969. In the circumsinnees, it 
vas beyond the control of the management to have further mining one^a tires jr 
MW V) was produced. He was examined and cross-examined. On behalf of 
he Colliery with effect from 18t.h October, 1969 under their notice dated 17th 
September, 1969. In the said notice they had also notified that in view of such 
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complete closure, the services of all the workmen concerned would stand terminated 
with eilect from 18th October, 1969 and the ligible workmen would be paid com- 
pensation in terms of Section 25FFF of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. A a 
according to the management the closure of the Colliery was real, bonaflde as well 
as complete no proceedings under the I.D. Act could be entertained or xeferred to 
the appropriate Government or any other authority. Notwithstanding this, in view 
of various decisions of the Supreme Court as well as Calcutta High Court relating 
to the interpretation of Section 25FFF of the I.D. Act, 1947 and the definition, “un- 
avoidable circumstances beyond the control”, the workmen concerned were entitled 
to compensation in accordance with the proviso to sub-section (1) of section 25FFF 
of the Act. As the closure of the colliery was due to unavoidable circumstances 
beyond the control of the management the workmen concerned were not entitled to 
any relief whatsoever. 

4. The case of the union, in brief, as made out m their written statement is 
that the management issued a notice dated 17th September, 1989 to close down tbe 
colliery with effect from 18th October, 1969 find the management offered compensa- 
tion as per section 25FFF of the I.D. Act to the eligible workmen. Immediately 
thereafter the workmen ‘‘strongly protested but inspite of provocations remained 
quiet”. Before the formation of the union in 1969 the workmen were unorganised. 
The registers of the management were prepared in such a way as to deny the work- 
men their legal dues. The management have, “pocketted the money of the workers 
which they should have deposited with the Provident Fund Office”- Large number 
of workmen were not paid any compensation. As the workmen who had spent 
their lives in the colliery and had grown old and aged had been paid only three 
months salary as compensation. The offer of the management to pay compensation 
as per section 25FFF was wholly illegal, unjustified and malaflde and amounted to 
unfair labour practice. The union demanded that all the workmen should be paid 
compensation as per Section 25F of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 and also 
full wages till the same was paid to them treating as if there was no retrenchment. 

5. In their rejoinder to the written statement of the union, the management 
reiterated what had been stated by them in their written statement dated 21st 
January, 1970 and excepting those which had been specifically admitted in their 
written statement did not admit any of the allegations of the union mentioned in 
their written statement dated 27th January, 1970. 

6. As regards preliminary objection of the management that In view of the fact 
that Ihe closure of the colliery was real, bonajide and complete, no proceedings 
under the I.D. Act could be entertained, Sbn K. P. Mukherjee, learned Counsel of 
the management withdraw this objection in view of the fact that in the msLant 
case both parties jointly signed arbitration agreement referring the subject matter 
in dispute referred to above lor my arbitration and the dispute was only in respect 
of qunnlum of retrenchment compensation paid to the entitled workmen consequent 
upon closure of Samla Govindpur Colliery with effect from 18th October, 1969. As 
the objection was withdrawn by the learned counsel, I do not consider it worth- 
while to discuss it further, 

7. During the course of hearing, the learned counsel on behalf of the manage- 
ment submitted that the colliery had been working for pretty long time and finally 
it had roached a stage that the coal reserve was practically exhausted, but in 
order to extract as much coal Is possible before the colliery was to be finally clcsed, 
the management applied to the Director General Mines Safety, Dhanbad In June. 
1969 for permission to drive some galleries but as this permission was refused by 
the latter under his letter dated the 10th September, 1969, there was no alternative 
lefl for the management but to close down tbe colliery. The closure was, there- 
fore, beyond the control of the management as envisaged in proviso to sub-section 
(I) of Section 25FFF of the I.D- Act. He also urged that the ideal state that at the 
time of the closure of a coal mine not an ounce of coal should be left was uncon- 
ceivable- At the last stage some coal was bound to be left, the extraction of which 
would be either not practicable and feasible and/or not economic. So was the case 
in respect of Samla Govindpur Colliery which was evident from the admission of 
the management’s witness, Shri M. H. Jagani, Director, M/s. Samla Govindpur Col- 
lieries (P) Ltd. (MW. 1). The witness admitted that about seven to eight thousand 
of coal was left. Thus In view" of this, it was mentioned in the notice of closure 
dated 17th September, 1969 (?;ide Ext. M.7) that no further prospect to extract c o»i 
on any economic basis was possible, He argued further that the Collierv was not 
'dosed on the ground of financial difficulties. He stressed that the colliery was 
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closed because the Directorate of Mines Safety had refused permission to drive 
furtner galleries to extract the extractable coal left behind and it was beyond ihe 
control of the management to continue to the mining operations in the Colliery- 
He submitted that even for argument sake if it was admitted that the Colliery was 
closed on account of financial difficulties as well, which according to him was not 
definitely the case, the closure of Samla Govmdpur Colliery would not come within 
the mischief of explanation to proviso to sub-section (I) of Section 25FFF of the 
I-D. Act because it was admittedly not closed merely on account of financial diffi- 
culties. In this connection he placed reliance on the decision of the Supreme Court 
in Hath! Singh Manufacturing Company vs. Union of India (1960. II. LUJ- 1) and 
the decision of the High Court at Calcutta in Bhattacharjee Rubber Works us. 
BJt.W.W. Union (1980-Vol- II. LLJ-198). 


8 Shri Kalyan R'oy, M.P., learned representative of the workmen argued that in 
the Instant case the closure of Samla Govindpur Colliery was on account of exhaus- 
tion of coal. This closure was not on account of any act of God, or calamities, like 
earthquates, floods, fire etc., or for any enemy action or civil commotion or even on 
account of lawlessness. He argued that a mine was different from factory inasmuch 
as in case of a factory the closure could not be anticipated, whereas in case of a 
mine, particularly a coal mine, the date on which the coal would be exhausted was 
known to the employer on the very day on which the working of the mine was 
started. In otherwords, the Colliery owner knew how long the colliery was going 
to exist. Thus according to him the closure of a coal mine on account of exhaus- 
tion of coal could not be considered to be closure due to unavoidable circumstances 
beyond the control of the management. In view of the same, he contended that 
the workmen of Samla Govindpur Colliery were entitled to compensation under 
Section 23F of the I.D. Act and not under proviso to sub-section (1) of section 25FFF 
of the Act. He placed reliance on the Supreme Court decision in Halhi Singh 
Manufacturing Company, vs- Union of India (1960-II-LLJ. I). He added that if the 
closure of a coal mine on account of exhaustion of coal would be treated as closure 
due to unavoidable circumstances beyond the control of the management, the colliery 
workers would not be deprived of the benefits and safeguard which were intended 
to be provided for and safeguarded by the legislature while inserting Section 25FFF 
to the l.D. Act. While there may be justification in what he Intends but there is 
absolutely no force in the argument in view oi the existing section 25FFF of the 
ID. Act- In this connection, explanation to proviso to sub-section (1) of Section 
25FFF oi the I.D. Act whirh is very relevant is reproduced below: — 

“ Explanation . . — In undertaking which is closed down by reasons merely of 
financial difficulties (including financial losses) or accumulation of 
undisposed of stocks [or the expiry of the period of the lease or the 
licence grunted to it where the period of the lease or the licence expires 
on or after the first day of April, 1967] (a), shall not be deemed to have 
been closed down on account of unavoidable circumstances beyond the 
control of the employer within the meaning of the proviso to this sub- 
section”. 


The 1 Explanation” which is precise and free from any ambiguity lays down that 
undertakings which are closed down from reason merely on financial reasons (In- 
cluding financial losses) or accumulation of undisposed of stocks or expiry of lease 
or licence granted to it where the period of lease or licence expired on or after the 
first day of April, 1967, should not be regarded to have been closed down on account 
of unavoidable circumstances beyond the control of the employer. If the Intention 
of the legislature would have been to include the closure of a mine on account of 
‘ * mineral extracted therefrom within the category of the closure 
i ft 16 , type env i sa Bed in the "Explanation”, it would have been indicated as such 
in the Explanation” to proviso to sub-section (1) of Section 25FFF of the ID. Act, 
1917 but unfortunately it is not the case. Considering the ordinary meaning of the 
phrase, Unavoidable circumstances beyond the control of the employer", in my 
opinion, the closure of a coal mine on account of exhaustion of coal Is a clear cut 
Cl ° s ^ °n account of unavoidable circumstances beyond the control of the 
employer. When there Is no coal available for extraction, where is the scope for 
the employer to continue to run the establishment? Closure of an establishment 
on account of financial difficulties or accumulation of undisposed of stocks or the 

^ P L r I„„vi e P 5 10d ° f le . as ? U ; ence B rant ed to it were likely to be construed to 
be brough. within the mischief of the proviso to sub-section (1) of Section 25FFF 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 and as such with a view to avoiding any con- 
fusion m this regard the ' Explanation” had been inserted, but in my opinion, there 
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ls absolutely no scope for any ambiguity in interpretation in case of closure of a 
< oal mine on account of exhaustion of coal and hence closure of a mine on account, 
of the exhaustion of the mineral extracted therefrom was not included in the “Ex- 
planation" to proviso to sub-Section (lj of section 25FFF of the I.D. Act. 

9 In case where the closu T e of an establishment is due to the circumstances 
which could not be avoided by the employer and the circumstances which justify 
the closure are of such a nature as cannot be controlled by the employer, it shall in 
my opinion, come within the purview of proviso to sub-section [I) of Section 25FFF 
of the I.D. Act. In the instant case, it has been admitted by the learned represen- 
tative of the union, that the closure is on account of exhaustion of coal. The 
management have adduced documentary as well as oral evidences to show that only 
Sami a Seam of Samla Govlndpur Colliery was proved and other seam w'as not 
proved in the area vide Ext. M. 3. This has not been challenged by the workmen. 
The management applied to Ihe Directorate of Mines Safety, Dhanlbad for permis- 
sion to drive a few galleries to extract whatever coal could be obtained bofore 
Anally closing down the colliery vide Ext. M, 4. This permission was not granted 
by the Directorate of Mines Safety vide Ext. M. 5. It is in these circumstances that 
the management closed down the Colliery with effect from 18th October, 1969 vide 
their notice dated 17th September, 1969 ( vide Ext. M. 7). The Coal Board approved 

the closure of Samla Seam at Samla Govindpur Colliery with effect from 18th 

October, 1969 under its Dy, Secretary's letter dated 28th May, 1970 {vide Exf~M. 1). 
Shrl K. Mukherjee, Overman, Samla Govlndpur Colliery (WE-1) has however stated 
that “if _the mining operations were carried oil strictly in accordance with the pro- 
visions of the Mines Act and the Rules made thereundcf', Tb'eT Colliery would have 
continued to produce coal for about one year more”. In view of the refusal of 
the Direcorate of Mines Safety (Vide Ext. M.5) to give permission sought for by the 
management for driving a few galleries, 1 am not inclined to accept the contention 
of Shri Mukherjee (WE. I) that th e mine could have worked for one year or more. 
Moreover, the pleading before me by the learned representative of the workmen 
was contrary to the contention of the witness (WE- I). As already stated earlier, 
it has been admitted by the representative of the workmen that the closure was on 
account of exhaustion of coal. The allegations of the union against the manage- 
ment as contained in paras 2 and 3 of their wiltten statement are not relevant to 
the Issue before me because at no stage the workmen contended that the closure 
Itself was either unreal or malalide. Alleged Improper maintenance of resisters, 
non-payment of provident fund dues etc. have nothing to do with the issue of ap- 
plicability or otherwise of the proviso to sub-section (1) of Section 25FFF of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 in the matter of payment of retrenchment compensa- 
tion to the workmen concerned In the dispute, which is the only subject matter of 
the reference before me. 

TO. In the circumstances, 1 hold that the management of Samla Govlndpur 
Colliery of M/s. Samla Govlndpur Collieries (P) Ltd., P.O. Pandaveshwar. Dlst 
BurdwanJWest Bengal) was justified in paying retrenchment compensation to the 
entitled workmen of the Colliery In accordance with the proviso to sub-section (1) 
of SectjQQ 25FFF of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 and as such the workmen are 
not entitled to any relief. It is submitted to the Central Government under Section 
10A(4) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 


(Sd.) K, Sharaw. 

Regional Labour Commlssloner(C), 
Asansol and Arbitrator. 

30-9-1970. 

New Delhi, the 20 th October 1970 LN °' 8/113/f59 - LRI1 1 

. of secti ? n 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 '(14 

of 1947) the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal (No. 2), Dhanbad, in the matter of an 

Cn^ 1 Under + Se ' ,ion 33 ^ of th ° Act. from Sbri Azad All, Binder, National 

Coal Development Corporation Press. Darbhanga House. Ranchi Shri Apurba 
Krishna Mukherjee. Chairman. Planning Section. National Coal Development Cor- 

Renchi wr f" Ranchl . and National Coal Organisation Employees Association 
Ranch 1 . Which was received by the Central Government on the 30th September 
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BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) 

AT DHANBAD 

Present 

Shri Nandagiri Venkata Rao, Presiding Officer. 

Complaint No. 3 of 1970 

in the matter of a complaint under Section 33A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

(Arising out of Reference No. 244 of 1987 referred to by the Ministry by its order 
No. 1/22/67-LRII dated 19th July, 1967). 

Pirtieb : 

1- Azad Ali Binder NCDC Press, NCDC Ltd., Darbangha House, Katichl. 

2- Apurba Krishna Mukherjee, Chairman, Planning Section, NCDC Ltd., 

Darbhanga House, Ranchi. 

3. National Coal Organisation Employees Association, Darbhanga House, 
Ranchi. — Complainants. 

Vs. 

1. The employers in relation to the National Coal Development Corporation 

Ltd., having its registered office at Darbhanga House, Ranchi through 
the Chairman. 

2. Shri R. Sinha, Director (Admn.) NCDC Ltd., Ranchi. 

3. The Chief of Administration, NCDC Ltd,, Ranchi.— Opp. Parties. 

Appearances . 

On behalf of the Complainants.— Shri Karuna Nidhana Keshava, Advocate. 

On behalf of the Opp. Parties.— (1) Shri L. Singh, Labour Officer. 

(2) Shri R. S. Murti, Additional Chief Personnel 
Officer. 


State: Bihar. 


Industry : Coal, 


Dhanbad, 26 th September, 1970 
AWARD 

The complainants are represented by Shri Karuna Nidhana Keshava, Advocate 
and the opposite parties by Shri L. Singh, Labour Officer and Shri R. S- Murti, 
Additional Chief Personnel Officer. On behalf of the complainants an application 
is submitted for permission to withdraw the complaint petition. Shri Karuna 
Nidhana Kashava, Advocate has verified the contents as correct. The reason shown 
in the application for withdrawal Is not taken into consideration. Permission is 
granted. Accordingly no dispute award is made and submitted under Sec. 15 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

(Sd.) N. Venkata Rao, 
Presiding Officer, 
[No. l/22/67-LR.lI(l).l 


S.O. 3534. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 
of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal (No. 2), Dhanbad, in the matter of an 
application under Section 33A of the said Act, from National Coal Organisation 
Employees Association, Darhhanga House, Ranchi for and on behalf of Shri J. M- 
Sinha, Assistant Superintendent which was received by the Central Government on 
the 30th September, 1070. 
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BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) 

AT DHANBAD 

Present 

Shri Nandagiri Venkata Rao, Presiding Officer, 

Complaint No. 37 of 1970 

in the matter of a complaint under Section 33A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 

(Arising out of Reference No. 244 of 1967 referred to by the Ministry by its order 
No. 1/22/67-LRII dated 19th July, 1967). 

Parties : 

National Coal Organisation Employees Association, Darbhanga House, Ranchi 
for and on behalf of Shri J. M. Sinha, Asst. Superintendent, NCDC Ltd., 
Ranchi & Others.— Complainants. 


Vi. 

The employers In relation to the National Coal Development Corporation Ltd., 
with Its registered office at Darbhanga House, Ranchi through the Chair- 
man/Managing Director. — Opp. Parties. 

Appearances : 

On behalf of the complainants.— Shri Karuna Nldhana Keshava, Advocate. 

On behalf of the Opp. Parties.— (1) Shri L. Singh, Labour Officer. 

(2) Shri R. S. Murti. Additional Chief Personnel 
Officer. 

#tate: Bihar. Industry: Coal. 

Dhanbad. 26 th September , 1970 
AWARD 

The complainants are represented by Shri Karuna Nidhana Keshava, Advocate 
and the opposite parties by Shri L. Singh, Labour Offlrcr and Shri R. S Murti, 
Additional Chief Personnel Officer. On behalf of the complainants an application 
Js submitted for permission to withdraw the complaint petition. Shri Karuna 
Nidhana Kashava, Advocate has verified the contents as correct. The i eason Known 
in the application for withdrawal is not taken fnto consideration. Permission is 
granted. Accordingly no dispute award is made and submitted under Sec. 15 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 


(Sd.) N. Venkata Rao, 
Presiding Officer. 

[No. 1/22/ 67-LK-II (ii).l 

S.O. 3535. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 
of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal (No. 2), Dhanbad in the matter of an 
application under Section 33A of the said Act, from Shri S- Bagal, Chief Draftsman 
C.E. (Civil) Section, National Coal Development Corporation Limited, Darbhanga 
House, Ranchi which was received by the Central Government on the 30th Septem- 
ber, 1970. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO 2) 

AT DHANBAD 
Present 

Shri Nandagiri Venkata Rao, Presiding Officer. 

Complaint No. 40 Of 1970 

In the matter of a complaint under Section 33A of the Industrial Disputes Act 1947 
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Parties : 

Shri S. Bagal. Chief Draftsman, C.E. (Civil) Section, N.C.D.C. Ltd-, Darbhanga 
House, Ranchi — Complainant- 

Vs. 

The employer, In relation to the National Coal Development Corporation 
Limited, with its registered office at Darbhanga House, Ranchi through 
the Chairman/ Managing Director — Opp, Party. 

Appearances : 

On behalf of the complainant . — Shri Karuna Nidhana Keshava, Advocate. 

On behalf of the Opp. Party - — (1) Shri L. Singh, Labour Officer, 

(2) Shri R. S- Murti, Additional Chief Personnel 
Officer. 


State: Bihar. 


Industry: Coal. 


Dhanbad, 26 th September, 1970 
AWARD 

The complainant is represented by Shri Karuna Nidhana Keshava, Advocate 
and the opposite parties by Shri L. Singh, Labour Officer and Shri R. S- Murti, 
Additional Chief Personnel Officer. On behalf of the complainant an application 
i* submitted for permission to withdraw the complaint petition. Shri Karuna 
Nidhana Keshava, Advocate has verified the contents as correct. The reason shown 
in the application for withdrawal is not taKen into consideration. Permission to 
granted. Accordingly no dispute award Is made and submitted under Sec. 15 of tb» 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

(Sd.) N. Venkata Rao, 
Presiding Officer, 

Central Government Industrial Tribunal (No. 2) Dhanbad. 

[No. 1/22/67-LR. Il(lii).] 

SO 3536 In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 

of 1947) the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal (No. 2), Dhanbad, in the matter of an 
application under Section 33A of the said Act, from Shri N. Dutta, Upper Division 
Clerk, C-M.O- Section, National Coal Development Corporation Limited, Darbhanga 
House, R'ancbl which was received by the Central Government on the 30th Septem- 
ber, 1970. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) 

AT DHANBAD 

Present 

Shri Nandagiri Venkata Rao, Presiding Officer. 

Complaint No. 2 or 1970 

In the. matter of a complaint under Section 33A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 

(Arising out of Reference No. 244 of 1967 referred to by the Ministry by Its order 
No. 1/22/67-LRII dated 19th July, 1967). 

Parties : 

N. Dutta, Upper Division Clerk, C.M-O- Section, N.C.D.C. Ltd., Darbhanga 
House, Ranchi — Complainant. 

Vs. 

1. The employer in relation to the National Coal Development Corporation 

Ltd,, having its registered office at Darbhanga House, Ranchi, through 
the Chatrman/Managing Director. 

2. Sri R. Sinha, Director (Administration), N.C-D-C. Ltd. Darbhanga House, 

Ranchi — Opp, Parties. 
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APTLAHANCIlS 

On behalf of the complainant — Shu Karuna Nidhana Keshava, Advocate 

On behalf of the Op p Parties.— (1) Shn L Singh, Labour Officer 

(2) Shii R S Murti, Additional Chief Personnel 
Officer 


State : Bihar 


Industry. Coal. 


Dhanbad , 26th September, 1970 


4t/i A^vma, 1892 (Saha). 

AWARD 

The complainant is lepiesented ty Shn Karuna Nidhana Keshava, Advocate 
and the opposite parties by Shri L. Singh, Labour Officer and Shri R S u t , 
Addiuunal Chief Personnel Officer On behalf of the complainant an application 
is submitted for permission to withdraw the complaint petition Shri Karuna 
Nidngna Keshava, Advocate has veriilcd the content as correct The leason shown 
in the application for withdrawal is not taken into consideration Permission is 
granted. Accordingly no dispute award is made and submitted under Sec j. 5 oi tne 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

(Sd.) N. Venkata Rao, 
Presiding Officer 


Central Government Industrial 'Tribunal (No 2), Dhanbad 

[No 1/22/67-LR. II(iv) ] 


New Delhi, the 22nd October 1970 

S.O, 3537.— In pursuance oi section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 
of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal Hyderabad, in the industrial dispute bet- 
ween the employers in relation to the Singareni Collieries Company Limited Post 
Office Belampalli (Andhra Pradesh) and their workmen, which was received by the 
Central Government on the 16th October, 1970 

BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, (CENTRAL) AT HYDERABAD 
Present 

Sri T Chandrasekhara Reddy, BA, BL, Chairman, Industrial Tribunal, Andhra 
Pradesh, Hyderabad 


Industrial Dispute No. 7 op 1970 


Between : 

Workmen of Singareni Collieries Company Limited, Bellampalli — Petitioner 

And 

Management of Singareni Collieries Company Limited, Bellampally — Respon- 
dent- 


Appearances 

None present for Petitioner Sri Shyam Mohan, Personnel Officer, Singareni 
Collieries Co. Ltd , Belampally for Respondent. 


AWARD 

By an Order No 7/27/69-LRII dated 17th January, 1970, the Government of 
Inula through its Ministry of Labour, Employment & Rehabilitation (Department of 
Labour* & Employment), referred the following industrial dispute between the 
Management of Slngaieni Collieries Company Limited, Belampally and their work- 
men in respect of the subject matter mentioned in the schedule which runs a 


bCHFDULF 


Whether the management of Singareni Collieries Company Limited, Belam- 
den ^ing the gratuity to Shri Chintala Till ah, Mason, 

nnf +i kh R + f n S ^?v rem Colherles Company Limited, Belampalli’ If 
not, to what relief the workman is entitled 9 
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The dispute was referred to the then Industrial Tribunal, presided over by Shri 
Mohammad Najmuddin, Subsequently, on his retirement, the above dispute was 
referred to me by order No. 8/106/70-LR.II, dated 5th September, 1970. 

2. Shri Ganga Ram, Vice President of the Workers’ Union, Singareni Collieries 
Company Limited, Belampally, has sent a communication dated 2 uth June, 1970, 
which was received by this office on 30th June, 1970, mentioning therein that the 
Management had agreed to pay “the service gratuity” to Shri Chintala Elliah in 
view of his long service in the Company and that therefore he was withdrawing the 
case. He also stated therein that the claim is not pressed. 

3 . The matter was pending for want of necessary authorisation to me to ad- 
judicate in this dispute. After the powers to adjudicate in this dispute were re- 
ceived, the matter was posted for today and the parties were served. Shri Ganga 
Ram was absent but the Personnel Officer Sri Shyarn Mohan oi the Singareni 
Collieries Company Limited, Beliampalli was present. The contents of the above 
communication are stated by the above said, Sri Shynm Mohan to be correct and 
he made an endorsement on the communication received by this office that the 
signature in the communication dated 28th June, 1970 — received on 30th June, 1970 
purporting to be that of Shri Ganga Ram, Vice President of the Workers’ Union is 
that of Shri Ganga Ram. Thus I am satisfied that the signature in the above com- 
munication w that of Sri Ganga Ram and that the matter aPo is finally settled. So 
a nil Award is passed in the above Industrial Dispute and the reference Is closed. 
A copy of the letter of the Vice President is enclosed herewith. 


Dictated to the Stenographer, transcribed by him and corrected by me and gh en 
under my hand and the seal of the Tribunal, this the 3rd day of October, 1970. 

fSd.l T. Chandrasekhara Reddy, 
Industrial Tribunal- 

BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (CENTRAL!, HYDERABAD 

In the matter of I.D. 7/70 
The Management of Singareni 

Collieries Co,, Ltd., Beliampalli, 


Versus 


Their Workmen. 


We most respectfully submit: — 

That the management of S. C. Co. Ltd-, has agreed to pay the service gratuity to 
Sri Chintala Ellaiah in view of his long service with the company vide General 
Manager's letter No. P.W 2030/92 dated: 13th January, 1970, hence his application 
for the settlement of his gratuity was sent to the pay Master Kothaguda- In view 
of this I am withdrawing the case and we have got no claim. 

BeHampally Collieries (Sd ° B ‘ GANGA I?AM ’ 

dated 28th Jltne, 1970. Vice President 

I, B. Ganga Ram, Vice President of Singareni Collieries Worker’s Union Bellampally 
solemnly state that what is stated above is true and correct to the best of mv 
knowledge and belief. 


Bellampally Colleries 
Bellampally Collieries 


CSd.) B, Ganga Ram. 

Vice PicUdenC 
S.C, Workers Union. 

Signature of the Vice President is identified by me 
(Sd 1 Shy am Mohan 3-10-70. 

Personnel Officer. S-C. Co. Ltd., Beliampalli- 

[No. 7/27/69-LRIL] 
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New Delhi , the 2 ttth October 1970 

S.O. 3538. — Whereas an industrial dispute exists between the employers in re- 
lation to the management oi Jaykaynagar Colliery of Messrs Aluminium Corpo- 
ration of India Limited, Post Office Jaykaynagar, District Burdwan and their 
workmen represented by the Jaykaynagar Colliery Mazdoor Union (Independent), 
Post Office Jaykaynagur, District Burdwan. 

And whereas the said employers and workmen have by a written agreement 
in pursuance of the provisions of sub-section (1) of section 10A of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), agreed to refer the said dispute to arbitration of 
the person specified therein, and a copy of the said agreement has been forward- 
ed to the Central Government; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of the provisions of sub-section (3) of section 
10A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the said arbitration agreement which was received by it on the 
6th October, 1970. 


Form ‘C’ 

( See Rule 7) 

Agreement 

(Under Section 10A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947) 

Between 

Name of the Parties: 

Representing employers: 

1. Shri H, S. Navaiakhu, Agent, Jaykaynagar Colliery, M/s, Aluminium 

Corpn. of India Ltd., P.O. Jaykaynagar, Dist. Burdwan. 

2. Shri P. N. Agarwal, Manager, Jaykaynagar Colliery, P.O. Jaykaynagar, 

Dist. Burdwan. 

Representing workmen: 

1. Shri Bama Pada Mukberjec. Vice-President, Colliery Mazdoor Sabha 

(CITU), P.O. Raniganj, Dist, Burdwan. 

2. Shri Samir Dhar, Secretary, Colliery Mazdoor Sabha (CITU), P.O. 

Raniganj, Dist. Burdwan. 

It is agreed between the parties to refer the following industrial dispute to the 
arbitration of Shri P. C Mullick, Judge, High Court, Calcutta, (Retired), 24, 
Mohini Mohan Road, Calcutta-20. 


li) Specific matters in dispute: — 


‘‘1. Whether the action of the management of Jaykaynagar Colliery of 
M/s. Aluminium Corporation of India Ltd., P.O. Jaykaynagar, Dist. 
Burdwan in closing down the Jaykaynagar Colliery with effect from 
18th July, 1969 under its notice bearing No, Nil dated 17th July 1969 
amounted to lockout as contended by the workmen or closure as con- 
tended by the management. 

2. Whether the workmen concerned are entitled to any payment for the 
period from 10th July 1969 to 23rd October 1969 and if so what?” 


(ii) Details nf the parties to the 
dispute inducting the name 
and address of the establish- 
ment or undertaking involv- 
ed. 


Employers in relation to Jaykaynagar 
Colliery of M/s. Aluminium Corpora- 
tion of India Limited, P.O, Jaykay- 
nagar, Dist. Burdwan and their work- 
men. 


(hi) Name of the union, if any, 
representing the workmen in 
question. 

(iv) Total No. of workmen em- 
ployed in the undertaking 
affected. 


Colliery Mazdoor Sabha (CITU) 
P.O. Raniganj, Dist. Burdwan. 

641 


(vl Estimated number of work- tg 9 
men affected or likely to he 
affected by the dispute. 
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We further agree that the decision ui the arbitrator shall be binding on ua. 

The arbitrator shall make his award within a period of four months or within 
such further time as is extended by mutual agreement between us in writing. 
In case the award, is not made within the period aforementioned, the reference 
to arbitiation shall stand automatically cancelled and we shall be free to nego- 
tiate for tresh arbitration. 


Signature of the parties 


(Sd. ) H. S. Navalakha 
(Sd.) P, N. Agarwal 
Representing employers. 
Witnesses • 

1. Illegible. 

2. Illegible. 

Dated the 30th September 1970. 


(Sd.) Bamapada Muk.hf.rjee 
(S d.) Samir Dhar 
Representing wokrmen. 


[No. 8/184/70-LRII.] 


(«nr pVc Tfrnr fitPtp) 
trf 26 5TPJPT, 1970 

«KTo WT° 3538 — Tel: #P*f tJTijfpfppP PRPfttfTP PBR fafP^, THPiPT 

fpPT TPTfp ^1 ’TrfpTTi # TTtptp ft PiPT faTrPTf tflT TpTi 

sFifsfrr^t % srf^rfHrffenr^ ^rfisT^rfV : >T : 3r?7r (tPcier), titrt 

#%ppt; fppTPTPIP <FTPt|,tpfr nWrfwfTTre fp?TPTp|; 

*ffr,pp:TTP fpTtPPf*ftT tjnrprfTP^pWprfp^ 1947 (1947 

^rr 14 ) ^ srnr 1 o-p otto ( I ) % dPidTi pp^jptpp fpfap pttt htt 
tpt f^TT-f Tt tp if pfarer wtPpt p prsT^p Fp4t % fptj frr'fwr pt% pi ptip pt 
fpPT ^ gfft TPP P<K Pf <J/P pffr ifciffp P"*PTT pt #3ft pf ^ ; 

PtT WP, ’tflrftfW fpPTT pfofpPP, 1947 ( 1947PI 14) tTRJ 1 0-P itft 
TTtrrrr 3 ^ Tw?sff p p, pttp ptptt tpt ptsp^p fp#p PnrPt, Pi t?t 

6 PI^PT, 1 97 0 PI fPTT PT, tTd^JTTT V+lHtl'd P^rft t I 

PTTT 


(*faftfpp fapra pforfapp, 1947 ^ttmr khf %mftp) 

H«fft £ PTP 


r =r^fr n i?f vi pf rfdfPip «rt# 

1 pt t[Po tTpo pmtTTPTT, t^PT, #4iT< 

Plfppfr, #P(? q?jfWT "t.K'fUxii 
PlUT fp° TIPPP uf^TiTT, fpPT 

ptpTP I 

2 eft tfio Xfjto WTM, PTPP, #%TPT, 
PTfpTd, PT P PT, PPPPT, fPPT pNfP 1 


ptfpTTf P7 pfprpfNiP PTP PIN 

1 «fr ptpt c rn tptspw, P i fVrpfl - 

PP£T PPT (#0 Plf° efto ^ o), 
PTPPT TTiflPP, fpPT PTPIP I 

2 Nt PfPT mt, Jfcfl, PTfpq-fr PP^T (TPT 

(tfto spfo €Vo 3£o), ptpptttpWp, 
fpPT sjtptp i 
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TiT, r v n* fnfe'rRan sffetfnv fen? vr fe 4r° tt» nrfeF, *zmm, 
VTTTcrr % frnfe'n RTTfen, 24 nfer tfe, wwi-20 V mwiw fefa 
faq f¥?rwcr vnt vt vm fen n-n $ : — 

(i) fetf-iT? fe.fnv firrc-i. *n nnt q^fafenr VTfefeT m 
^ftnn uw: 3 EmR, fen *rfen ¥r Tifeifr *t? 

s-fern vf «rfe fen nwi V ferfe 17 - 7 - 1969 ^' Trfsn v wnm 
1 8 - 7 -] 969 n wmn Tiferfr vt sfe vt vferi^r snfen 
(w fa veer/ *ft ifa |) tmr imrfe (nnr fa JrsFnafe tt tf |) 
% E’JT'T nl ? 

2 . nn ninrr ntf'FR 1 8 - 7 - 1 969 it 23 - 10-69 vt'mnnrti %* faq feft 
*rcmnfr v ?kr | hr et ft, nr fern: ? 

(ii) fern * 1 75 ft % fTTRT, fen? Tm-fen q^fafen f-rnife tffen 

m ?to vt nra <sfR tet *ft fafe?, rw: •nfepR, ferr nfen 
nferfer 1 1 v; ntmn; Tifefe ?r nra ferfer 

%ftX %4*>R I 

(lii) qfe vtf fe nife v4vRf vr vtferft mn (ifto wfo t\o 
nferfocn tot ft at ttft tft : tpfbt Tfefe fen nfen i 

(iv) TiriRn ot? ? fT#n mrif 64 1 

•Ft it <39 1 

(v) femitimfe nr TmTi^nrinfeT 592 
ftt ^lit ^EFRt Vt STTTFfentWT 

Tf =f> <,K 4t TT^t | fa 4TS^V«f =FT fefenn fT *TC $"•■« -1 » I ft ffe I 

T'TET 5mr 'TnR’nRTRTTt+h-ri fell ET Tint *ffeTtffe affe 
qrrorffe fafer «FTRfnr srrt arm, tnr i nfa 5 # nfer *FTOTnftr % ’tffe: 'far? n$r 
fen tot nr n^nn fafe 3r faq fnfe 4 vr: r.% ft rnmufa fn nq wr fern 
5 fr feq mfetcr 4 > <,t •Ft nran ffa 1 

•rsff v fwrrar 

f o/-qTo qTo, HI4KIVT 3-9-70 (Jo/- nTBTTST •JSPfT 

(Jo/feto qn° TOM, 30-9-70 fo/- nfec ER, 30-9-70 

f fetmt vi nnfenEi ^rifefe nnft vfe<f vr afnf if«i:n w <mf 

1 — no I— 

ferfe 30 fwn, 1970 

(no 8-184-70 qno mro 2 ) 




Sec. 3(ii)] THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: OCTOBER 31, 1970/KARTIKA 9, 1893 4945 


ORDERS 

New Delhi, the 15 th October 1970 

S.O. 3539. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the management of Assam 
Oil Company Limhed, Digboi and their workmen in respect of the matters specified 
In the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And, whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by section 7A and clause 
(d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 
1947), the Central Government hereby constitutes an Industrial Tribunal with 
Shri G. N. Bora, as Presiding Officer, with headquarters at Digboi and refers the 
said dispute for adjudication to the Industrial Tribunal. 

Schedule 

Whether the management of Messrs Assam Oil Company Limited Digboi is 
justified in discharging Sri Habib Ali, Registered No. 30879, with effect from the 
2nd December, 1961 from employment?, If not, to what relief Sri All is entitled? 

[No. 7(,3)/70-LR-IV.] 

15 1970 

V 0 WT 0 3539- — tier: TOR qft ft fa -T-IM4 fa Id fa 

% irtf: Jr xrar wnrar qwpft frfaas ferdk % ^ trt {'j xik 

faqra faratnr $ ; 

flk qd: (Tc4,k W faqTC «nqTfq»tqd % f?r^ fqqftKT JPTdT hlDdfa 

RTUfft $ ; 


*jcr:, nr, fwir srfttfqqT, 1947 ( 1947 qrr 14) sT am 7-q? aVt 

10 qft Tram (1) % (a) am vrfwfi tt sqm - STd , kak wrmx 

qqqsm aYa'tfw arfaqrcT trfefr qmfr | fw?r% qkrdtor vftmfr m qfho uqo dkr 
^ ftnm ^qqTTq f yqqlf $iqr ak to faqrq ttt xfktf'iT xrfaqmr Tf rqrofTq qd 
% frq WfgRi qmft £ • 


,,l WT HdT w qqspft fTqqk % JPFBda *Fr «0 

R° 30879^ 2f?TRT, 1 9 6 1 T fqq'Tdd d TT-TT m q 'lfqd $ ? qf? q^f at 

*fr *T5fr faff XT^fftT VI ^FSTT | ?" 

[do 7 ( 3 ) / 7 0 — xrn: IV] 


New Delhi, the 16 th October 1970 

disniite P he Cet ? tral Government is of opinion that an industrial 

rS™ J T n . he T employers in relation to the management of Digwadih 

u Iron Steel Company Limited, Jamadoba, Post Office 

in thfscheduf he°eto n annexed; lbelr WOrkmen in respect oi the matters s P ecifled 

dispute for f 'adfudlcation; ritral G ° Vernment conslders U desirabl * to refer the said 

*ectt I n O n W vA he pf f0re ii ln f* eri ;fse of the P° wers conferred by clause (d) of sub- 
RSfia IP ot sect t°h 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central 
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Government Industrial Tribunal (No. 2), Dhanbad, constituted under Section 7A 
of the said Act. 

Schedule 

“Whether the action of the management of Digwadih Colliery of Messrs 
Tata Iron and Steel Company Limited, Jamadoba, Post Office Jeagora, 
District Dhanbad, in terminating the lien on permanent appointment 
of Shri Bideshi Ram Kakar. Sand Bucket Mazdoor, with effect from 
the 7th February. 1969 was justified? If not. to what relief is the 
workman entitled?”. 

[No. 2/04/70-LRIL] 


facefr, 16 'W'fJJP, 1970 

3540“— E?L EeSYe ETETR TTE ^ f^FT TE% E 41 «t 4 fEfuk°<i 

fdTd f ^ s|k if *klE diii EPRE ft? 1 Tl'fl friftRE ETEEtET, EPfiET jfld "\ 'ikl, 
fTRT qWT kEETkfl EtEEPaiE % REEJEE fEERTEf Ek EE% EEERT T sftE 

0/F EkflfEE fwrc fklETE t , 

Ek EE: ETER TEE fEETE T7 RTEf-TEEE % trip fffdkld ETffr Ek>E>T 

RiradV $ ; 

EE:, EE, ElErfW fEEK EfqfEEE, 1947 ( 1947 El 14) 1 0 EEERT 

( l) % ETET (ff) ERT E4E EfcEE> TI EER TTE J(T, %Efk EWR RPjTRl EEcf fEEIE 

Tt eee EfafaEE kr urn 7 t % eer ufcE TeTte err EknfEE irftrTTiir (e o 2 ) 

HEETE «Pt EPIIh'i'iEE % falj faEklE $ I 

EET EEE ZTU WERE 0T Ell i TTEf RrfEdS ETEETEr, TTEER jffEEERi, fsTEr 
BEER tfl fcEElfs^ EtWROE % EEEPTE El Rt k?ET TIE EEE?, EE ER3t 
EEffft fff^fEE T< EREfspER Eft 6 ERECT, 1 9 6 9 E EERT ERE EE EEtfElik RIETfriT 
? Ek E^ (ft rSeR fEE 5TJEk ET ?EER ^ ?" 

[Eo 2/94/70-E'E ER II] 

S.O. 3541. — Whereas the Central Government is ol opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the emp.oyers in relation to the Bhowra Colliery belonging 
to Karamcnand Thapar and Brothers (Private) Limited, Post Oiflce Bhowra, Dis- 
trict Dhanbad, and their workmen in respect of the matters specified in the 
Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to reier the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) oi sub- 
section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1J47), the 
Central Government hereby refers the said dispute lor adjudication to the Centra) 
Government Industrial Tribunal (No. 2), Dhanbad, constituted uhder Section 7A 
of the said Act. 


Schedule 

‘‘Whether the actiun <>f the management of Bhowra Colliery Delonging to 
Karamchand Thapar and Brothers (Private) Limited, in slopping 
from work Shri Mohammad Sakur, Pump Khaiasi with effect from 
the 21st February, 1970, was justified'’ If not, to what relief is he 
entitled?” 

[No, 2/105/ 70-LRII.] 
P. Q. MISRA, Under Secy. 
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VT° UT° 3 541, — RR'. %eT1r RTTR TTR ^ f*F TTTR3 frfRfRSil 

faRjff % Rft if RTRRRT qm *Rff (5 H?}t) fRfRdT TTRRT, eTt, 9TRR RTtI 
^Etrirtr E r^tr faTmr eEt er% r4rr 1 % tfrR q.R sftaTfER fwr faoRiR $ ; 

rYt RRr, %eOr ETRR ETT fanR lit RTTEfR^ER fti H fR4 falE RTRT Rl'S'ftR 

ERSlfft ^ ; 

WR:, 5TE, qWff fRRK M fa fdh E, 1947 ( 1947RT 14) 10 «ft ETERI 

( 1 ) % *3°* (r ) airr err r^rr! rt erIr trr gt*, %EfW etrr ^ira err farnr 
TU TRT RfRpTRR Tfr ERT 7R? % WEFt RftiR %eT1r RTWT eWw RfSTRR (3° 2 ) 
ERRR RERfRERR % fRTq, fR^ftlR RTift | I 

RRR^t 

"RET TRRRSR RPR 'J'R (ET3,tr) fRfR^E R?t RYn T)tRRraiIE % RRRKfa *ft 
«ft Rl^RR RRT, TR ^RTTft Rt 2 1 TTRTt, 1 970 % RIR ^ TlRR ^t ThERi^t <RIeUe<J 

«ft ? RfR r^t at r? Epr w^ito rt % ?” 

[bo 2 / 105 / 70 -^To UKo II] 

Pro fR 0 ftr^r, ret RfwR i 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 24 th October 1970 

S.O. 3542. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (3) of section 1 
of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), the Central Govern- 
ment hereby appoints the 1st November, 1970 as the date on which the 
provisions of Chapter IV (except sections 44 and 45 which have already been 
brought into force ) and Chapters V and VI [except sub-section (1) of section 70 
and sections 77, 78, 79 and 81 which have already been brought into force] of 
the said Act shall come into force in the following area in the State of Tamil 
Nadu, namely: — 

"The area within the limits of the revenue villages of Abatharanapuram, 
Serakuppam and Parvathipuram in Cuddalore taluk, in South Arcot 
District.” 

[No. 604(19)70-HL] 


(«m *fir ?Wtt firRTR) 

Ef ferfl, 24 RR^RT, 1970 

*T° Rio 3542. — ThfETTt TIER RtRT RfEfRRE, 1948 ( 1948RT 34) TftflTRT 1 *ft 

RRarrr ( 3 ) sra e?r rItee! ri eTtr Rrt grr rtrr tj^RT rrr rrirt, 
1 9 70 Rt EE RREr % ET E fRRR TRift $ fRETt ERR RfafRRR % EERIE 4 (eRT 44 
*ftT45 % fRRTR Rt tr^T E^E T^ETE/ftf) rftX EERIE 5 R^T 6 (tTRT 76 
ETETTT ( l) TftT ER1 77, 78, 79, sftr 81 % fEETE R> 1$R $ ST^RT *pt RT 
RTi't ) EETTT RfRRRIR TRR% fRtRfR%R ERf 3 RfT EeT^: — 

"eIER fR% rf, RlftER RT^E R RRRRRJRT, IRR'RR iftT IRtf^TR % 
TTRTR RTRf # rErto! % T^TR R1R RIRT f^R" I 

[Ro qRo 604 ( 1 9)/70— l^er Rif] 
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S.O. 3543. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (3) of section 1 
of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 of 1948), the Central Govern- 
ment hereby appoints the 1st day of November, 1970 as the date on which the 
provisions of Chapter IV (except sections 44 and 45 which have already been 
brought into force) and Chapters V and VI |cxcept sub-section (1) of section 76 
and sections 77, 78, 79 and 81 which have already been brought Into force] of 
the said Act shall come into foice in the following areas in the State of Tamil 
Nadu, namely: — 

“The area within the municipal limits of Nellikuppam in Cuddalore taluk 
in South Areot District.” 


[No. 604(20)70-HL] 
DALJIT SINGH, Under Secy. 

*1° WT° 3543- — T’HrI' TRT sfNn Slftrfwr, 1948 ( 1948 TT 34) 

arm 1 t'I gTErm ( 3 ) am srm srfr<m vr sr tFt tor umam 

1970 % t it fv-f tti mr tttiTj m v fm Ttrrr £ fsmrt dm Ti'fvfn a h % 

4 ( am 44 sfh 45 % firm m gf Tf r nr m vet |) st k 5 sftr 6 

[lim 76^1^13773 ( 1 ) Tit urn 77, 78, 79 8 1 faTR 3fJ Tg ? gT TffT 

xr ^ f*T |J ^-jiiTcirTTTr? TrJT^rT^TRjTT^'rT TmffimTrT 

"tcti srsfc fm trtf it ^Trf^T tt TtRTrfvrin tffartft 

% «fFrr pit m i" 


[To 1iT°604 ( 2 0 ) / 7 0— fpT *Tlf] 

frg, wi Tfttf I 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 19th October 1970 

S.O. 3544. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
(14 of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of the 
Industrial Tribunal, Madras, In the industrial dispute between the employers in 
relations to M/s. Best and Compuny Limited, Madras and their workmen, which 
was received by the Central Government on the 28th September, 1970. 

BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, MADRAS 


Wednesday, the 9th day of September, 1970 


Present: 

Thiru S. Swamlkkannu, B.Sc-, M.L., Industiial Tribunal, Madras. 

Industrial Dispute No. 42 or 1970 


[In the matter of the dispute for adjudication U/s l0(l)(di of the I.D. Act 1917 
between the workmen and the management of M/s. Beat and Company Ltd., 

Madras. 1 _ 

Between : 


1. The General Secretary, Madras Port and Dock Workers Congress. No. II, 

Philips St., Madras-1. 

2. The Secretary, Best Employees Union, 13-B, Second Line Beach, Madras-1. 

And 

The General Manager, Labour and Personnel, M/s. Best and Co., 13/15, 
North Beach Road, P B. No. 63, Madras-1. 

Reference: 


Order No 29/64/69/EaC. n dated 30th October, 1969 of the Ministry of 
Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and 
Employment), Government of India, Now Delhi. 
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This dispute com.ng on this day for final disposal upon perusing the reference 
and a.l other maternal papers on record aud Thiru iVf. Eaphon Ponniah, the General 
Secretary of the Best r.mployees’ Union having filed an application for dismissing 
the claim as not pressed and a lowing the same and Thim D. R. Rama Rao, tne 
General Manager tor the Management having hied a statement along wnh petitions 
of the claimants for dismissing the claims as withdrawn and recording the same, 
this Tribunal made the following award; 

This is an industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the M/s. 
Best and Company Limited, Madras and Iheir workmen in respect of matters 
specified in the schedule annexed to the reference, referred for adjudication to this 
Tribunal by the Government of India, Ministry of Labour, Employment and Rehabi- 
litation (Department of Labour and Employment), by its order dated 30th October 
1960. 


SCHEDULE 

"Whether the Management of M/s. Best and Co. Ltd-, Madras have correctly 
applied the provisions of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1047 In retrench- 
ing the following workers with effect from 18th July, 1969. 


SI. No. 

Name 

Designation 

1. 

Shri E. D. Rozario 

Supervisor. 

2. 

Shri E. V. Rao 

Supervisor. 

3 . 

Shri Joseph Johnson 

Supervisor. 

4 . 

Shri S. Ba,asundaram 

Supervisor- 

5. 

Shri K. Baboo 

Supervisor. 

0 . 

Shri E. G. Johnson 

Supervisor. 

7 . 

Shri G. B. Chinnlkrishnap 

Receipt Clerk. 

8 . 

Shri C. M. Natarajan 

Receipt Clerk. 

9. 

Shri M. Yacub Khan 

Receipt Clerk. 

10. 

Shri M- Raman 

Receipt Clerk. 

11. 

Shri N. Fadmanabhan 

Receipt Clerk. 


If not, to what relief are the workers entitled?" 


2. Management flies a statement today along with petitions of the claimants to 
dismiss the Industrial Dispute as withdrawn. The statements are recorded. Award 
Is passed accordingly. 

S. SWAMIKKANNU. 

Industrial Tribunal. 

List of Witnesses Examined for both sides: 

None 


List of Documents Marked for both sides: 
Nil. 


[No. 29/64/09-Fac.II.l 
AJIT CHANDRA, Under Secy. 


DEPARTMENT OF COMPANY AFFAIRS 

CORRIGENDUM 

New Delhi, the 24th October 1970 

S.O. 8545. — In the notification of the Government of India in the Department of 
Company Affairs No. S.O. 2607, dated the 1st August, 1970 and published in th« 
Gazette of India, Part II, Section 3, Sub-section (ii) Extraordinary, at page 
1187, — | 

In line 9, for "Shri A. N. Alagiriswamy" read ‘'Shri A, Alagiriswaml”, ; 
in lina 12, for "Shri H. K. Paranjpe", read "Shri H. K. Paranjape”. 

[No. F. 7/3/70-M(P).] 
H. D. Penjwani, Under Secy. 
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fspTPT 

»r5 24 WfJSR, 1970 

3545 — urei % q^qsft qrf faqpT (snrft^) wfang^i 

^roqrrowfo 2 607 ?rn;>i i^jt^t, 1970 it 3 ft % qrsrqq, sqqrsrRq WT2,«a^ 
3, 37W0? (ii) it ^3 1 187 qT qqrrfanr %i $: — 

qfw 9 *t “Shri A. N. Alagiriswamy” $ 

RTR qR “Shri A. Alagiriswami” qf^ : 
qfqcr 12 ii “Shri H. JC. Paranjpe” % 

*qpr qq “Shri H. K. Paranjape” qffo 1 

[q° qfir» 7/3/70-^q (<ft)] 

HHo fto q^ferr^t, *t*n; qfaq 1 
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